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CURRENT TOPICS. 


A prRacTicAL sTEP has been taken to relieve a portion 
of the Chancery block. The Lord Chancellor has at 
length filled up the vacancy among the Registrars of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice caused 
by the resignation of Mr. Ralph Disraeli in April, 1875 ; 
and Mr. Ralph Pemberton Koe, the new registrar, took 
the oath of office yesterday before the Lord Chancellor 
at the House of Lords. 





As WE ANTICIPATED would be the case, the Bill author- 
izing the appointment of an additional judge of the High 
Court makes no provision for a chamber staff such as is 
attached to the other judges of first instance in the 
Chancery Division. The new judge is to be in the same 
position as if he had been appointed a puisne judge of 
the High Court under the Judicature Acts, and all the 
provisions of those Acts relating to such puisne judges 
(with the exception of such provisions as apply only to 
existing judges) are to be applied to the new judge. 
Under these provisions the new judge will be entitled 
(see Judicature Act, 1873, s. 79) to a principal clerk at 
£400 a year and a junior clerk at £200 a year. This, 
it is probable, will, at first, be the position of the new 
judge. We believe, however, that it is intended 
ultimately to increase the chancery chamber staff 
to the extent which may be requisite to cope with the 
additional business brought into chambers from the 
court of the new judge. The whole subject of the 
arrangement of the chancery chambers will, however, 
come before the new Legal Departments Commission, 
and it is understood that among the subjects to be 
proposed for their consideration will be the expediency 
of doing away with attaching chief clerks to a particular 
judge, and requiring them to take business in rotation 
from all the judges of first instance of the Chancery 
Division. 





We Pris in another column a letter from a valued 
correspondent which, we imagine, will take some of our 
readers by surprise. He points out that the Attorneys 
and Solicitors Act provides (section 3) that no person 
shall be admitted. as a solicitor unless he shall have 
“been bound by contract in writing to serve as clerk 
for and during the time of five years,” and “ shall have 
duly served wnder such contract for and during the said 
term of five years.” The Act enables the clerk to serve 
part of his:time with a barrister or the London agent of 


~ his master, but the only reference to assignment of the 


articles is: in section 5, which enables the court, in the 
event ofthe: bankruptcy of the master; to order the 
‘ontract to be * discharged cr assigned” as the court 
shall think fit. . Section 13: provides that in the event of 
the death of the master or of his ceasing to practise, “ or 


- if such contract. shall by mutual. consent’ of the parties 
~ be cancelled,’: or if the clerk shall-be “ legally discharged 


“by any -2aleror order of court,” suck -olerk may 
} 


| 





in such case “‘be bound by another contract or 
contracts in writing to serve as clerk to any other 
practising solicitor during the remainder of his term.” 
Hence, there is no warrant in the Act for the practice of 
assigning articles of clerkship; and an articled clerk 
whose articies are assigned to_another solicitor can 
neither say he has served “under such contract” 
—viz., the original contract—for the ‘whole term, 
nor that the original contract has been cancelled and 
another contract entered into. The only proper 
course therefore, where an_ articled clerk is 
desirous of changing masters, is to “ cancel by mutual 
consent” the original articles, and “‘ enter into another 
contract in writing ’’ with the new master for the residue 
of the term. Our correspondent adds that the Master of 
the Rolls has adopted and concurs in this construc- 
tion of the Act, and intends to act upon it; but in 
consideration of the length of time that the irregular 
practice of assigning articles has prevailed, he does not 
intend for the present to reject service under assignments 
until sufficient time has been given for the proper prac- 
tice to have become generally known and acted upon. 





We wore that, on reflection, Sir C. Legard will not take 
the course of which he has given notice, of moving a 
resolution with reference to Lord Coleridge’s conduct in 
the poaching case. The whole business is a tissue of 
mistakes and misunderstandings—a comedy of errors it 
would be if some aspects of the matter were not too 
serious for that designation. Assuming the indictment 
was framed upon the 9th section of the statute 9 Geo. 4, 
c. 69, and charged nothing more, (as was probably the 
case) Lord Coleridge was clearly right in what he 
did, but as clearly wrong in what he said; and doubly 
wrong in the general observations he made. It is 
no part of the duty of a judge to comment on the 
policy of the law, or to say what ought or ought 
not to be the law. If this were to be the practice 
the courts would become social science associations, 
and we should have (it may be thought, indeed 
that we have already had) harangues on one circuit 
aimed at observations made on another circuit. 
What will be the effect on the bewildered popu- 
lace if the judge at the next Durham assizes opines 
that it is a monstrous shame that costs should 
not be allowed in all poaching cases? The next 
step in this unfortunate business was the notice 
of question given by Sir C. Legard, and Mr. Crosg 
thereupon (very unnecessarily as it appears to us) 
wrote to Lord Coleridge “‘ calling his attention” to the 
question. It was probably intended as an act of courtesy 
to the judge, but Mr. Cross would have acted more 
prudently if he had done nothing at all, and simply 
informed his questioner, as the Lord Chancellor in- 
formed Viscount Midleton—that he had no jurisdic- 
tion over and no responsibility for the Lord Chief 
Justice. In reply to Mr. Cross’s letter, Lord Cole. 
ridge wrote a letter which again appears to us to-be 
to some extent right, but in many respects wrong. ' It 
was neither dignified nor prudent to throw a tone’ of 
contemptuous defiance into a letter, — which, by 
furnishing explanations of a kind, so far admitted 
a right to ask them. But with the substance of the 
remarks in Lord Coleridge’s letter. as to the non- 
accountability of the judges of the superior courts to in- 
dividual members of the Houses of Parliament, we 
thoroughly agree, and we have long deplored the 
habit which seems to be growing up in the. House. of 
Commons of somewhat recklessly. asking ques- 
tions. about the ,judges. Even when there is the 
strongest ground for question, the advisability. of .resort- 
ing. to this course, is doubtful, . It is about «two 
years. since: we had the spectacle . of a letter read 
to the House of Commons by-the- Home: Secretary from 
@ learned judge acknowledging that.a contempt of court 
for which he had-committed ‘a man to- prison fora year 
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was “‘not such as he thought it was ;” and since then 


the gates seem to have been opened for inquiries about 
the proceedings of judges. The Home Secretary should 
exert himself to prevent the House from being made a 
court of appeal as to judicial manners. 





Our reapers Will hardly need to be told of the satis- 
faction with which we welcome the two decisions of the 
Court of Appeal, given on the same day, by which the 
monstrous recent growth of the doctrine of contempt of 
court has been checked. If any justification is needed 
for what, during the last few years, we have written on 
this subject, it is to be found in the observations of the 
Master of the Rolls, which precisely express the view 
which has been urged in these columns :— 


“It appeared to his lordship that the jurisdiction of the 
court in relation to contempt being arbitrary and unlimited, 
ought to be most jealously and carefully restricted. It 
should not be exercised by a judge without the greatest care 
in =. that there were no other means, not thus arbitrary, 
of remedying the evil. The judge ought to be most careful 
to ascertain that the proceedings in the cause could not be 
prosecuted unless this jurisdiction was exercised. It was, 
no doubt, a necessary jurisdiction, but only in the sense in 
which other extreme measures were sometimes necessary to 
preserve a man’s rights—that is, when no other pertinent 
remedy could be found. There were the strongest reasons 
why it should not be extended to cases to which it had never 
been applied before.” 


It is true that in the case in which these remarks were 
made a learned Vice-Chancellor had ridden the judicial 
hobby to death, and had actually, as Lord Justice Mel- 
lish said, come to a decision from which, “if it were 
right, it would follow that, whenever solicitors engaged 
in an action, or their clerks, had to meet each other, and 
one of them happened to lose his temper and make use 
of improper language, that could be treated as a con- 
tempt of court.” But the observations of the court were 


obviously aimed at the general abuse of the peculiar 
jurisdiction ; and in making them the court has conferred 
a benefit not alone on the public who dread this 
arbitrary jurisdiction, but also on the judges who are 
tempted to exercise it. 








The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
thus describes the Solicitor-General’s entry to the House 
of Commons :—“ All went well until he reached the table, 
and the oath was about to be administered in the usual 
form. Then, of course, Sir Erskine May required the 
certificate of the hon. member’s return. Sir H. Giffard 
felt for this document, and not finding it in the first avail- 
able pocket looked blank, but, plucking up courage, he 
proceeded to institute a strict and extensive search for the 
missing paper. The House as a body began to smile, and 
when the Solicitor-General, after exploring his breast 
pocket, transferred his attention in succession to all the 
rest of his pockets, turning out of each piles of papers, 
which he deposited under the mece, the House enjoyed 
the longest and merriest laugh it has had for many a day. 
The process of research occupied several minutes, and 
although now and again the drooping law officer brightened 
up at the notion that at last he had found the all-essential 

the immediate return of anxiety and bewilder- 
ment testified to the fruitlessness of his investigation. 
The clerk waited patiently, but Mr. Mowbray soon deserted 
his political protégé, and Sir William Dyke, after lingering 
for a while, finally took refuge in a seat. But suddenly a 
happy thought struck him, and leaving Sir Hardinge still 
turning out his pockets, he ran down to the end of the 
House, and there discovered the certificate near the place 
which the Solicitor-General had first occupied. Hastening 
back with the precious decument amidst great cheering, 
he helped Sir Hardioge Giffard over his last obstacle, and 
enabled him to go on his way rejoicing up to the chair, 
when, having been greeted by the Speaker, he abruptly 
disappeared from the view of the friends who were wait- 
ing to give him the long-deferred welcome. The papers 
be had left behind him on the table in his distraction were 
gathered up by Lord Barrington and the Home Secretary.” 


A VERY UNCONSTITUTIONAL PROPOSAL, 


Anoruzr attempt is being made this session to carry out 
the reform of the Irish quarter sessions courts which 
has been in contemplation for more than five years, 
has been as yet unfortunately deferred. A Bill with 
this object, proposed last session, but, before very long, 
withdrawn by the Government, was, as we antici ‘ 
coldly received by the representatives, the bar, and the 
public of Ireland, for though it embodied some 
principles, it was felt that it would not work well in 
practice. A new measure has now been brought 
forward; and we had confidently expected that it would 
have been free from the grave mischiefs and palpable 
errors which caused its predecessor to be so much cop. 
demned. Our hopes, however, have not been fulfilled; 
the Bill before Parliament is, with a few alterations, 
some for the better, some perhaps for the worse, a 
reproduction of that of last year, consolidated with g 
Bill on a kindred subject proposed before ag g 
separate measure; and it is open to most of the serious 
objections justly urged against that of 1876. Be it 
obstinacy or parsimony or an official device to obtain 
far from legitimate influence, its chief administratiys 
arrangements must be pronounced bad and unconstitu- 
tional in the truest sense, and thus a scheme, in its 
main lines well planned, and containing reforms that 
have long been needful, has been marred by grievous 
defects in detail, and doubtless will be strongly opposed, 
For ourselves, much as we like parts of it, we hopeit 
will not become law in its present shape. 

The Bill is entitled the ‘County Officers and Courts 
(Ireland) Bill” ; and it deals, not only with the Irish quarter 
sessions, or civil bill courts, as they are usually called, 
but also with their inferior officials, hitherto, as we have 
said, thesubject of a distinct project. Looking, first, atthe 
more important part, the Bill enlarges the jurisdiction 
of the Irish chairmen, the judges of the civil bill 
courts, in the same direction as the Bill of last year, but 
keeps it within much narrower limits. Thus (clause 29) 
it confers on the chairmen a jurisdiction in equity with 
respect to assets; the execution of trusts of all kinds; 
the sale, redemption, or enforcing of charges on land; 
the specific performance of some kinds of agree 
ments; in proceedings under the Married Woman's 
Property Act, 1870; in partnership and _ partition 
matters ; under the Trustee Acts, and as regards infants; 
as to injunctions and staying proceedings at law; and, 
finally, when a landlord seeks to restrain a tenant from 
waste. So far as jurisdiction only is concerned, the Billis 
here nearly identical with that of 1876; but it confines 
the civil bill court, in point of amount, to property of 
much smaller extent, the range being, as to personalty, 
£300 instead of £500, as at first suggested, no change, 
however, being made as to realty ; and it removes, as to 
charges on land, a blot hit by a committee of the Irish 
bar. As to testamentary matters, the Bill confers the 
jurisdiction in contentious business (clause 42) proposed 
to be given by the Bill of last year ; but here, again, it 
reduces the amount from £500 to £3800, leaving the 
provisions as to realty as they stood in 1876; and 
it deprives the civil bill court of the non-contentious 
business which its predecessor had extended to it. 
Under the head of extension of ing jurisdic- 
tion, the Bill follows the lines of that of last year 
in most particulars; that is, in ordinary cases tried 
before them it gives (clause 45) the chairmen cognizance 
of demands up to £50 instead of £40, as now; and it . 
greatly enlarges (clause 47) their powers in ejectment, 
and as to causes sent from the superior courts. With 
respect, however, to this last class of cases, it is 
less liberal than the Bill of last session, and, un- 
like that Bill, it does not contain, as is the case 
in our county court Acts, a provision enabling suitors 
to select the civil bill court without any restrictions, 
and to try even the largest claims, by consent, before it. 
There are local reasons for not giving the yion-co 
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tentious business of the Probate Court in testa- 
mentary matters to the Irish chair-men; and, though 
it is not our view, opinion in Ireland favours limit- 
ing the jurisdiction as regards amount to £300 from 
$500. We cannot, however, see the advantage 
of refusing to litigants a right to a trial in the 
civil bill court should this be their choice; and, as we 
have more than once explained, we greatly regret that, 
‘having regard to the rights of the tenant under the 
Land Act, the civil bill court is not given powers, in 
ordinary actions on the part of landlords, beyond the 
existing limit of £100. 

Nevertheless, as an enlarging measure, the Bill 
contains much that claims our praise; if some- 
what tentative, it is well designed. It is when 
we examine its administrative details, especially the 
arrangements it makes as to the office and the appoint- 
ment of chairman, and to the long-promised and much- 
required change in the areas of the civil bill courts, 
that the Bill is open to most objections ; here, we regret 
to say, we find a great deal to blame. On this important 
subject the Bill adheres to the vicious plan of that of 
1876, with differences, indeed, of style and expression, 
but with scarcely a change of real moment; we shall, 
therefore, repeat what we wrote concerning its predecessor 
in this respect—the rather that our remarks, as we know, 
have been widely approved in Irish opinion :— 

“The Irish chairmen, as is well known, are composed 
of a first, a second, and a third class of judges, with 
salaries largely differing in amount; and this is in itself an 
-evil, as it causes efforts to obtain promotion, and leads to 
dependence on and hopes from Government. The number 
of chairmen, is, besides, too great ; there are thirty-three 
for thirty-two counties, and, compared with our county 
court judges, this proportion must be considered exces- 
sive. As has been often pointed out—and we have done 
#0 ourselves—the true way to reform these anomalies, and 
to secure efficiency in this province, is to make the posi- 
tion of all the chairmen equal in respect of salary and 
judicial work, and to reduce their number by about one- 
third by so consolidating the Irish counties as to pro- 
duce about an equal judicial area.” 

Now this Bill, like that of 1876, acknowledges the 
mischief here referred to, and seeks to remove it in its 
own way ; but it adopts, we have seen, the bad scheme of 
that Bill, and our previous remarks apply alike to both: — 

“The Bill rejects every one of these sound principles, 
and is singularly faulty in this whole matter. It leaves, 
for the present at least (clause 75), the existing distinc- 
tions between the chairmen altogether unchanged, and 
thus it retains the bad system of promoting these judges 
in an ascending scale, with the various mischiefs that 
are the consequence. This, however, is but a small 
thing compared with other and flagrant errors. The 
Bill aims at reducing the number of chairmen and 
uniting the counties, but it does this in the worst possible 
way; it arrays the chairmen into what we may call a 


joint tenancy of judicial officers, continually diminishing |- 


as lives drop, and it provides (clause 75) that, when 
vacancies in the body occur, the survivors shall, if 
possible, have the empty posts annexed to their own, and 
‘that the Irish counties shall be so blended until the 
chairmen shall be worked down from thirty-three to 
twenty-one only. The effect of this will be to defer a 
change which should be made at once, for twelve, or, 
probably, fifteen years, and to leave everything for that 
time unsettled. But even this is by no means the most 
reprehensible feature in this part of the Bill. The 
gradual consolidation of counties (clause 75) is abandoned 
‘to the Irish Executive; they may, in fact, make 
what districts they please; and as, when vacancies 
happen to take place, existing chairmen cannot be 
compelled (14 & 15 Vict. c. 57, s. 6) to succeed to these 
posts, and to take united counties, it is actually proposed, 
in order to meet this difficulty (clause 75), to create 
temporary chairmen to take the office, and to occupy it 








for a limited period. These provisions strike with mis- 
chievous effect at the independence of the Irish chair- 
men, guaranteed to the Irish public by statute, and-are 
unconstitutional in the very highest degree. Will a 
chairman of the third or the second class be in a fitting 
judicial position when he knows that the Government 
have it in their power to offer, or withhold from him an 
adjoining county, in the event of ‘an approaching 
vacancy, and to raise his salary, or to keep it as it is, as 
it may suit their purpose to consolidate or notj? Cana 
temporary chairman, whose natural object will, of 
course, be to become permanent—legistation is for men, 
and not for angels—be held to have any independence at 
all? Will he not be tempted in the strongest way to 
subservience, and pleasing the powers that be? The 
provisions, in a word, which permit this system of con- 
solidating counties as the Executive like, and which 
constitute judges for an occasion only, are blots in the 
Bill of the very darkest kind, and such an attempt to sap 
the liberties of a judicial body, we are bold to assert, 
would not be hazarded in this country.” 

There is matter, also, of grave objection in the pro- 
visions of the Bill for the chairmen’s salaries, irrespective 
of the question of amount. The salaries to be paid to 
the chairmen, in the event of consolidation, are not fixed 
by the Bill; they, too, are left to the Executive Govern- 
ment; and thus, not only the vicious distinction be- 
tween salaries may remain unchanged, but obsequious- 
ness is directly encouraged. Can it be said that a chair- 
man is not exposed to inducements of a pernicious kind 
when he knows that, in a certain event, it will rest with 
“the Castle” alone to determine what is to be his 
judicial income ? 

This part of the Bill, therefore, must be condemned ; 
constitutional principle is opposed to it. What ought to 
be done to remove the evils of influence and dependence 
that deface itis sufficiently evident, and may be very briefly 
stated. A sufficient number of chairmen, we have reason 
to know, if liberal terms shall be offered to them, are at 
this moment willing to retire, and to enable the Govern- 
ment to reduce the areas of the civil bill courts from 33 
to 21, according to the proposal made in the Bill. To 
accomplish a national object which, in a very few years, 
will effect a very considerable saving of expense, the 
Executive ought to accept those terms ; and 12 chairmen 
having been thus removed, and 21 remaining in office, 
the consolidation of counties should follow at once, and 
the new system should be put in force, at the same time, 
in all parts of the country. Then, for the purpose of 
preventing Government from exercising an influence it 
ought not to possess, the new judicial areas should be 
scheduled in the Bill, and the salaries of the chairmen 
be made equal; in no other way, it almost stands to 
reason, will their independence be really assured. By 
these means, it is unnecessary to add, the objectionable 
nomination of temporary chairmen will not be needed 
in any case. 

As we understand, it is not denied that a plan of this 
kind is, in every way, more desirable than the Govern- 
ment scheme. The plea of expense is, however, set up; 
in other words, a very few thousand pounds are deemed 
more important than taking security that the adminis- 
tration of justice shall be above suspicion. We shall not 
argue with Treasury clerks who have been bold enough to 
put forward that argument. 

We turn to another branch of the administrative part 
of the Bill—that which relates to the subordinate civil 
bill officers. In this matter the unanimous protest of 
the Irish public has not been wholly fruitless ; provision 
(clause 7) is made in certain instances for the appoint- 
ment of a fitting person as registrar; and it is contem- 
plated ultimately to secure the chairmen a tolerably effi- 
cient staff of officers (clauses 7—11) by consolidating the 
offices, before distinct, of clerk of the Crown and clerk 
of the peace, and by requiring qualifications from future 
incumbents, that probably will be not insufficient, This 





356 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, — 


March 10, 1877, 





} + 





change, however, as the Bill now stands, will be exceed- 
ingly slow in progress, and, in the meantime, the 
chairmen will, in a great measure, be dependent upon 
existing machinery for the due fulfilment of their now 
large duties. What that machinery is in many parts 
of Ireland, and how worthless, is well enough known; 
a breakdown here would still often occur. 

For the rest the composition of the Bill is better and 
more careful than that of 1876. Moreover, as in the 
ease of that Bill, we generally approve of the many pro- 
visions in it to which we have not directed attention. 
As it has been put forward now, however, we sincerely 
hope it will not obtain the sanction of Parliament, for if 
it has many excellences it has grave demerits. There 
is, nevertheless, time, should it be amended on constitu- 
tional lines, and in a liberal spirit, to place it on the 


statute-book in the present session, in a form that will 


be generally welcome in Ireland. 





DRUNKENNESS AND CRIME IN 1876. 


Tue recent discussions on the reform of the licensing 
system will give an unusual interest to the reports of the 
constabulary inspectors for the year ending September, 
1876. The reports embrace three topics affecting the 
moral and social condition of the population—drunken- 
ness, crime, and vagrancy. The statistics under the last 
head do not show any detailed results. In the returnsfor 
the Northern district the subject is not even mentioned. 
Lieutenant-Colonel Cobbe, the inspector for the Eastern 
counties, Midland, and South Wales district, states that 
“vagrancy has increased during the year, but not 
generally to any great extent’’; but, as regards the 
South of England and South Wales, Captain Willis 
reports that the number of applicants for relief through 
the instrumentality of the police was greater by 19,497 
than during the twelve months ending September, 1875, 
though in certain districts the numbers would seem to 
have diminished in consequence of the establishment of 
mendicity societies. 

The statistics on the subject of drunkenness are 
copious and elaborate. It isto be noticed that Mr. Cross’s 
Licensing Act is nowhere generally unfavourably 
spoken of, though the degree of praise bestowed upon 
its provisions is not always uniform. Colonel Cobbe 
says, “The Licensing Acts are generally spoken favourably 
of by the police as causing quiet and order at an earlier 
hour of the night; the decrease in the number of the 
drunken cases is so slight that it can scarcely be said 
that there has been a change in the state of drunkenness, 
but the decrease in the number of assaults on the police 
is so far satisfactory.’”’ In this district there has been 
for several years a steady increase of complaints, though 
the increase for last year was less than usual. The 
charges for drunkenness have risen from 25,427 in 1874 
to 27,833 in 1875 and 27,871 in 1876, and the convic- 
tions from 23,198 in 1874 to 25,086 in 1875 and 25,392 
in 1876. Captain Elgee (inspector for the Northern 
counties) states that drunkenness has, on the whole, de- 
creased throughout his district. The number of charges 
has fallen from 123,236 to 122,107, and the number of 
convictions from 116,427 to 114,751; and itis noticeable 
that while the complaints increased by 813 in the counties 
they fell off by 1,942, in the boroughs, but out of the latter 
total 1,143 must be credited to the town of Liverpool 
alone. The inspector finds fault with the provisions of 
the 69th section of the Act of 1874, as to the granting 
of licences for sale of liquor off the premises, and thinks 
that licensing committees should have a control over the 
issue of these licences. Captain Willis has to report an 
increase of drunkenness, the complaints having risen 
from 21,502 to 22,433, and the convictions from 18,691 
to 19,487. He states that there is a difference of opinion 
among the police officers in his district as to the working 
of the system of grocers’ licence, but the majority of 
them conclude that these licences have not increased 
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drunkenness, and throughout the year there has been, 
only one complaint instituted against the proprietor of 
house so licensed, and the proceedings did not result in 
a conviction. 

The respective local returns exhibit greatly varyi 
results. Thus (as already mentioned) Liverpool shows 
a decrease of 1,143 in the charges of drunkennesg 
and Manchester a decrease of 913, and Leeds a 
decrease of 320. The state of other large towns appears 
to be less satisfactory. Thus at Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
4,768 persons were proceeded against for drunkenness, 
being an increase of 1,272 on 1875 and 1,492 on 1874, 
In Birmingham the increase in charges is from 2,501 to 
2,834, but the increase of convictions is not in the 
same proportion. At Cardiff the convictions haye- 
risen from 520 to 874, while there isa slight decrease in 
the neigkbouring borough of Swansea. The counties. 
present similar fluctuations. In Buckinghamshire it ig 
said that the towns are much quieter after eleven p.m., 
notwithstanding which the convictions for drunkennegs 
have risen from 283 to 365. In Cambridgeshire it ig, 
said that these Acts “tend very much to the quiet and 
good order of the county,” but that there seems to be no. 
proof of their influence on the crime of the district, 
In Warwickshire the convictions for drunkenness rose 
from 690 to 996, but this is attributed mainly to the 
greater vigilance of the police; while in Worcestershire 
the operation of the Licensing Acts is stated to have 
diminished the number of assaults on the person. The 
most satisfactory of all the reports is that from the 
city of Norwich, where “the Acts are said to work well, 
and crime is lessened by the early closing of the 
houses.” 

The convictions of the proprietors of houses with 
different kinds of licences have again increased, the 
only district showing a slight improvement in this 
respect being Captain Willis’s. The admission of the 
evidence of the accused and his wife under the 51st 
section of the Act of 1872 is again unfavourably spoken 
of. Thus, in the return from Lincoln it is stated that 
“great difficulty is experienced in proving cases of 
breaches of the Act against the holders of licences, 
particularly in supplying drink to drunken persons, as 
the license holder, his wife, and assistant in most cases,. 
will give evidence that the condition of those persons 
was not noticed at the time of sale, and they thereby 
obtain the benefit of the doubt raised”; while from 
Shropshire it is reported that “great difficulty is 
experienced in meeting the organization of evidence 
brought forward for the defence in licensed house: 
cases.” There can, we think, be no doubt of the jus- 
tice of these remarks. 

All the inspectors report an increase of crime, 
though not to an alarming extent. Colonel Cobbe 
shows that the number of indictable offences reported 
to the police in his district, which slightly decreased in 
1875, have again risen from 6,881 to 7,799, but a very 
large proportion of this number is to be found in the 
boroughs of Birmingham and Leicester, where the 
annual increase of the population is very great. Captain: 
Elgee reports a rise from 21,362 to 21,446, but the 
increase of 381 in the counties is partly set off by @ 
decrease of 297 in the boroughs. Captain Willis also 
reports an increase of reported cases from 5,679 to 5,995. 
Coming to particular localities, the county in which most 
offences were committed was Lancashire, where 1,838 
cases were reported during the year, while in Radnor- 
shire there were only 15. Several small boroughs appear 
$o have been quite free from indictable crime, while 
Liverpool and Manchester head thelist the with unenviable 
totais of 4,554 and 4,484 respectively, both places show- 
ing a steady increase as compared with previous years. 

There is the usual startling discrepancy between the 
number of indictable crimes reported and the number of 
persons actually apprehended. Thus, Colonel Cobbe- 
returns 4,337 apprehensions as against 7,799 cases, 
while in the Northern district the respective totals are 
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3,542 and 5,155, and in the South they are 4,161 and 
5,995. In many of the smaller boroughs and the 
agricultural counties the apprehensions are nearly pro- 
portionate to the offences, but in the larger centres of 
population it is clear that many crimes must go un- 
unished. Thus, at Carlisle only 31 offenders were appre- 
hended, though 104 offences were reported; at Bristol 
the offences amounted to 836, and the apprehensions to 
158; while at, Manchester the respective totals were 4,484 
and 1,136, and at Liverpool 4,554 and 1,143. Offences 
punishable summarily are also steadily on the increase. 
The returns for the Northern district for the previous 
year do not appear, but the summary convictions for 1876 
amounted to 280,083. Colonel Cobbe reports an increase 
in the number of convictions from 90,075 to 93,563, and 
Captain Willis an increase from 66,003 to 68,243. The 
aggregates vary in the counties, from Staffordshire with 
18,320 convictions to Radnorshire with 314, and in the 
boroughs from Liverpool with 39,830 to Chard with 3. 

The inspectors furnish the usual particulars as to the 
working of the Prevention of Crimes Act. In Colonel 
Cobbe’s district 612 licensed convicts resided during the 
year, out of which number 27 were re-commnitted to 
prison, namely, 21 for fresh offences, and 6 for breaches 
of licence; and there were also 281 persons under police 
supervision during the year; 147 of the former class, 
and 118 of the latter class, left the district during the 
year, and (as the inspector points out) many will prob- 
ably be included a second time in the returns from the 
other districts. The return from the Northern district 
is in a different form, and merely shows that there were 
at the end of last September 513 licensed convicts, and 
667 persons under police supervision, resident within the 
district, showing an increase, as compared with the 
previous September, of 48 persons of the former class, 
and 83 of the latter. In the Southern district there re- 
sided 381 licensed convicts (a decrease of 13), and 429 
persons under supervision (an increase of 31), and out 
of the former number 25 convicts went back to prison 
for fresh offences, and 17 forfeited their licences. 

The results of the returns may be thus tabulated :— 
The number of indictable offences reported in the 3 dis- 
tricts during the year has risen from 35,022 to 35,240; 
the total number of summary convictions was 488,490 
as compared with 432,855 for 1875; while the num- 
ber of persons convicted for drunkenness has fallen 
from 159,934 to 159,630, but this improvement in the 
figures is caused solely by the decrease of drunkenness 
at Liverpool already referred to. 





It is stated that the post of Solicitor to the War Office has 
been abolished, and a “ Legal Secretary to the Secretary of 
State for War” substituted. 

On Thursday evening in the House of Commons Mr. Cross 
informed Lord Francis Hervey that a Bill had been pre- 
pared to consolidate and amend the law relating to coroners 
and coroners’ inquests. 

The Chicago Bar Association, says the Albany Law 
Journal, ig after the divorce lawyers who have so long 
made that city their head-quarters ; and the disbarring of a 
divorce attorney not haying put an end to the fraudulent 
divorce business, it is now proposed to reach the individuals 
who carry it on in another way. A Bill has been prepared 
wherein fine and imprisonment are denounced against 
“ whoever advertizes, prints, publishes, distributes, or cir- 
culates, or causes to be advertized, printed, published, dis- 
tributed, or circulated, any circular, pamphlet, card, hand- 
bill, advertisement, printed paper, took, newspaper, or 
notice of any kind, with intent to procure, or to aid in pro- 
euring, any divorce, either in this State or elsewhere.” 
This would appear to be enough to terrify the boldest 


' divorce “ shyster,” but we think a law prohibiting the grant- 


ing of ‘any divorce, except in cases where both parties have 
been Jond fide residents of the State, and the party com- 
Plaining resided of the State at the time of the existence, 
or first discovery by such party, of the facts set up as gone 

@ evi 
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AssIGNMENT OF ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. 


Sir,—It is probable that few of your readers are aware 
that it has been recently decided, and that it may now 
be considered as settled law that articles of clerkship are 
not assignable, and that the practice of assigning 
articles of clerkship, for which a form is given in 
Chitty’s Practice, and which has been in vogue and 
unquestioned for so many years, has, in fact, no war- 
rant under the Attorneys and Solicitors Act. 

If reference be made to 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, it will be 
found that section 3 provides that no person shall be 
admitted as a solicitor unless he shall have “ been bound 
by contract in writing to serve as clerk for, and during 
the term of five years,’ and “shall have duly served 
under such contract for and during the said term of five 
years.” Then the Actcontains provisions enabling the 
clerk to serve part of his time with a barrister or with 
the London agent of his master, but in no part of the 
Act is any reference made to any assignment of the 
articles except that under section 5 the court have the 
power, in the event of the bankruptcy of the master, to 
order the contract to be “discharged or assigned” as. 
the court shall think fit. Buton the contrary the Act 
does contain in section 13 provision to meet the ease of 
its becoming necessary or desirable that the articled 
clerk should serve the remaining portion of his time with 
another master. The provisions of section 13 are to the 
effect that in the event of the death of the master or of 
his ceasing to practise, ‘‘ or if such contract shall by 
mutual consent of the parties be- cancelled,’ or if 
the clerk shall be “legally discharged by any rule or 
order of court,” such clerk may in such case ‘“ be bound 
by another contract or contracts in writing to serve as 
clerk to any other practising solicitor during the re- 
mainder of his term.” 

According to the plain reading of the Act therefore, it is 
clear that an articled clerk whose articles are assigned to 
another solicitor cannot say he has served “ under-such 
contract”’—viz., the original contract—for the whole 
term, and the proper course to pursue where an 
articled clerk is desirous of changing masters is to 
“cancel by mutual consent” the original articles, and 
“enter into another contract in writing” with the new 
master for the residue of the term. And it is singular that 
this, the trut reading of the Act, should have remained 
undiscovered for thirty-three years until brought to 
iight by the acumen of Mr. Justice Field in Re Adams 
(23 W. R. 595), in which, although the case itself was 
not one of actual assignment, that learned judge took 
occasion to point out that the only mode of changing 
masters authorized by the Act is by cancellation of the 
existing articles and entering into a new contract for the 
rest of the term. 

It is understood that the Master of the Rolls has 
fully adopted and concurs in this construction of the 
Act, and intends to act upon it ; but in consideration of 
the length of time that the irregular practice of assign- 
ing articles has prevailed, he does not intend for the 
present to reject service under assignments until suffi- 
cient time has been given for the proper practice to 
have become generally known and acted upon through- 
out the breadth of the land. 

It is evident that the sooner we put ourselves right 
in our practice in this matter the better, more es- 
pecially as we cannot be sure that any successor of 
the present Master of the Rolls would come to so con- 
siderate a determination; and so I have troubled you 
with this long letter as the best’ means of widely 
diffusing the knowledge of this necessity for a change of 
practice among the profession. Sorcrror. 
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Funps LYING PERDU IN CHANCERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In 1860 you published in extenso a list relating 
to the above exhibited in the chancery offices by order 
of the Lord Chancellor. By the rules under the Court 
of Chancery Funds Act, 1872, a further list of ‘‘the 
titles of causes, matters, and accounts in the books at 
the Chancery Pay Office, which had not been dealt with 
during fifteen years immediately preceding the date of 
publication of the list,” was ordered to be prepared. The 
date fixed for such list to be published in the London 
Gazette was ‘‘ as soon as conveniently may be after the 
1st of October, 1873,” but it was not until the 1st inst. 
(three and a half years after date) that it was presented 
to the public in the shape of a second supplement to the 
Gazette. 

As many of your readers doubtless rarely see the 
London Gazette, I beg leave to draw attention to one or 
two facts with reference to the list just issued, which 
may not be uninteresting. 

The list of 1860 contains some 650 entries only; the 
present list fills over thirty pages, and contains (in round 
numbers) 2,500 entries. It would therefore seem that 
the unclained funds in chancery are increasing in even a 
larger ratio than chancery business proper. 

As showing the value of publicity, I cannot do better 
than quote the language of the Chancery Commissioners. 
In their Report of 1864 on Chancery Funds (speaking of 
the first publication of alist respecting funds standing to 
the “Suitors’ Unclaimed Dividend Account”) they say, 
“. . . The result was that many persons came forward 
and preferred their claims, and that about one-half of the 
stock supposed to be unclaimed was transferred out of 
court to successful claimants.’ It may, therefore, be 
hoped that the publication of the present list will be 
attended with even yet happier results. 

The following curious items may be noted :— 

Joseph Barlow, absent beyond seas. 

Bryan v. Collins—The accumulated account. 

; _— v. Fackerell.—The schooling aud apprenticeship 
und. 

Bleadon vy. Haynes.—The plough, furniture, stock, and 
effects account. 

Baily v. Lanfear.—The outstanding notes account. 

Brooks v. Levey.—The legatees and annuitants account. 

Sophia Deacle . . . present address unknown. 

Bryant v. Story.—Legacy bequeathed for relief of widows 
and orphans of soldiers killed in war. 

Arnold v. Burrowes. . . . An infant legatee. 

Booper v. Farrer.—The £2,000 bond account. 

In the Matter of the Proceeds of Derelict Property brought 
into the Port of Nassau in New Providence and sold for the 
Binefit of the Rightful Owner when appearing—according to 
the Act 12 Anne, ec. 18, s. 2. 

Drever y. Maudsley.—The one hundred years account. 

Prince y. Bourjot.—The ten hogsheads account. 

Milner v. Gilbart.—The foreign securities and shares 
account. 

Hughes v. Wynne.—The unpaid creditors fund. 

Mason v. Gee.—The descended account. 

Winter vy. Kent.—The fund to answer the unclaimed 
legacy given by will of the testator, James Underhill. 

Wroughton vy. Wroughton.—The plate and picture account. 

Yates v. Rawlins.—The account of shareholders who have 
not come in to substantiate their claims, 


I could cull many other curious items, but I will not 
trespass further on your space. A good deal of business 
for solicitors ought to arise out of the publication of this 
list, Epwarp Preston 

(Proprietor of Chambers’ Index to Next of Kin). 

1, Great College-street, Westminister, March 6. 


[It may be useful to add that the list is contained in 
the second supplement to the London Gazette of Tuesday, 
the 27th of February, and may be obtained, at the price 
of fourpence, at the office, 45, St. Martin’s-lane,— 
Ep. 8. J.] 








Fees 1n THE Mippuzsex Recistry, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In reference to tne fees charged at the Middlesex 
Registry, I have occasion to complain, as I have 
done before, of the arbitrary manner in which the 
registrar fixes the fees payable on registering memorials 
of deeds there. The statutory fees on memorials Tegis. 
tered pursuant to the Act 7 Anne, c. 20, are as follow: 
—ls. for the first 200 words, and 6d. for each succeed. 
ing 100 words of the memorial, and there would bea 
fee for the oath, if taken before the registrar. A few 
days since I had occasion to register two memorials, one 
of 438 words, the other of 384 words, the oath being 
taken in the country and certified by a commissioner, 
The statutory fee on these memorials would be respec. 
tively 2s. 6d. and 2s., instead of which the deputy. 
registrar charged me 6s. for each, and a letter to him 
since has produced no result. 

Is it not time that the public should be secured from 
proceedings of this kind on the part of public officials ? 

Gravesend, March 5. Evan Lax, 





Cases of the GUeck. 


Divorce ActTion—INTERLOCUTORY ORDER—APPEAL— 
JupicaTuRE Act, 1875, ss. 3, 16, 19, 44, 50—APPELLATE 
JugisDicrion Act, 1876, s. 20.—The question which was 
raised in the case of Westhead v. Westhead (25 W. K. 35,L,R, 
2. P. D. 1, noted ante, p. 28) was again brought before the 
Court of Appeal on the 5th inst. in two cases, under some- 
what different circumstances. In Westhead v. Westhead 
the Court of Appeal decided that an appeal from the 
refusal, by the President of the Divorce Division, of a 
motion for a new trial must be brought now, as it 
would have been before the Judicature Acts came into 
operation, to the Full Court of the Divorce Division, and 
not to the Court of Appeal. In Wallis v. Wallis, the first 
of the cases to which we refer, which was a wife's suit 
against her husband for a judicial separation, a decree for 
judicial separation had been made. Afterwards the wife 
applied for an order for the payment of permanent 
alimony by the husband. The application was referred 
to the registrar, under r. 191 of the Divorce Court Rules, 
and he made an order for the payment of £150 per annum. 
The husband took out a summons, under r. 192, to 
rescind or vary the registrar's order. The summons was 
heard by the president in chambers, and was dismissed, 
The husband appealed to the Court of Appeal. The 
appeal was met by the objection that the Court of Appeal 
had no jurisdiction to entertain it, bat that it ought to 
have been taken to the Fall Vourt of the Divorce Division. 
Reliance was placed on Westhead v. Westhead, and on 
sections 55 and 56 of the Divorce Court Act of 1857 
(20 & 21 Vict. c. 85). Section 55 provides that “ Hither 
party dissatisfied with any decision of the court in any 
matter which, according to th: provisions aforesaid, may be 
made by the judge ordinary alone, may, within three calendar 
months after the pronouncing thereof, appeal therefrom 
to the Full Court, whose decision shall be final.” And 
by section 56, “ Hither party dissatisfied with the decision 
of the Fall Court on any petition for the dissolution of a 
marriage” may “ appeal therefrom to the Honse of Lords” 
within the time thereia limited. It should be added that 
the Divorce Act of 1860 (23 & 24 Viot, 0. 144) by section 
1 enabled the judge ordinary to exercise all the powers 
previously vested in the Fall Court, but section 3 provided 
that where there was a right of appeal to the House of 
Lords from a decision of the Fall Court there should 
be the like right of appeal from the decision of the judge 
ordinary alone. The Divorce Act of 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. 
c. 77) repealed section 56 of the Act of 1857 and section 
3 of the Act of 1860, but provided by section 3 that 
“Bither party dissatisfied with the final decision of the 
court on any petition for dissolution or nullity of erg = 
may (within the time limited) appeal therefrom to 
Honse of Lords.” The decision of the Fall Court was 
therefore final, except in those specified cases i 
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which an appeal lay to the House of Lords. The 
court (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) 

held that Wallis v. Wallis could not be distinguished from 
Wathead v. Westhead, and that the objection must pre- 
vail. Baggallay, J.A., also thought that section 50 of the 
Judicature Act of 1873, which provides that no appeal 
shall lie from any order made by a judge of the High 
Court in chambers, when no motion to set aside or dis- 
charge the order has been made to the divisional court or 
tothe judge sitting in court, unless by special leave of the 
jndge by whom the order was made, or of the Court of 
Appeal, was of itself fatal to the right of appeal. It was 
urged that section 20 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act of 
1876 did not apply, because the notice of appeal had been 
given before that Act came into operation. But the court 
held that, there being in that Act no reservation of any 
rights with respect to pending appeals, it applied to ap- 
peals of which notice had been given before, equally with 
appeals of which notice was given after, it came into 


operation. 





In the other case, Gladstone v. Gladstone, a decree for a 
divorce had been made at the instance of the wife. After- 
wards, on the application of the wife, an order was made by 
the president, intrusting the custody of the only child of the 
marriage to a third person. From this order the husband 
appealed. The appeal was met by the same objection of 
want of jurisdiction. It was attempted to distinguish the 
case from Wallis v. Wallis in this way :—Section 35 of the 
Divorce Act of 1857 gave the court power from time to 
time, before making a final decree in a suit for judicial 
separation or dissolution of a marriage, to make interim 
orders, and in the final decree to make provision, for the 
custody of the children of the marriage. By section 
4 of the Act of 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. o. 61) 
the court was enabled to make such orders re- 
specting (inter alia) the custody of children after a final 
decree for judicial separation or dissolution of marriage “ as 
sm have been made by such final decree or by interim 
orders in case the proceedings for obtaining such decree 
were still pending.” It was contended that, inasmuch as sec- 
tion 55 of the Act of 1857 (by the words which we have above 
placed in italics) gives the rigat of appeal to the Full Court 
with respect to orders made by the judge ordinary alone 
‘*according to the provisions aforesaid,” that right of appeal 
did not exist in regard to an order made under the power 
conferred by section 4 of the Act of 1859, and that there 
was no appeal from such an order until it was created: b 
the Judicature Act of 1873. The counsel who put forw 
this ingenious argument was, however, compelled to admit 
that, asa matter of fact, appeals from orders made under 
section 4 of the Act of 1859 had, before the Judicature Act, 
been frequently brought to the Full Court. The Court of 
Appeal declined to accede to the argument, holding that 
when section 4 of the Act of 1859 extended the power of 
the court so as to enable it to make orders for the custody 
of children after as well as before, or as"part of, the 
final decree, the extended power was meant to be subject to 
the same right of appeal as before. They therefore held 
that Gladstone v. Gladstone could not be distinguished from 
Wallis v. Wallis, and that there was no right of appeal to 
the Court of Appeal. 





The question was again brought before the Court 
of Appeal on the 6th inst. in a case of Robinson v. 
Robinson, and was very elaborately argued by Serjeant 
Ballantine and Dr. Spinks, who endeavoured to induce 
the court to re-consider their decision in Westhead v. 
Westhead and the other two cases. The appeal was 
from the refasal of the President of the Divorce Division 
to grant an application for a new trial. It was urged that 
the Fall Court of Divorce was altogether abolished by 
the Judicature Act of 1878, especially having regard to 
section 44, which provides for the formation of divisional 
courts of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 
and that the right of appeal given by section 19 to the 
Court of Appeal from every order of the High Court (with 
& few exceptions) could not have been intended to be taken 
away by section 20 of the Act of 1876. The court 
(James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.), 
adhered to their former decision, though 


however, 


intimating a doubt whether it could have been the real 
intention of the Legislature to take away the right of 
appeal in the case of orders (other than final orders) of the 
Divorce Division. But they held that such was clearly the 
effect of the words of section 20 of the Act of 1876. 
Mellish, L.J., said that the general words at the end of section 
16 of the Act of 1873, that “the jurisdiction transferred to 
the High Court shall include (subject to certain exceptions) 
the jurisdiction which at the commencement of this Act 
was vested in, or capable of being exercised by, all or any 
one or more of the judges of the said courts respectively 
sitting in court or chambers, or elsewhere, when acting as 
judges or a judge in pursuance of any statute, law, or 
castom,” were amply sufficient (there being no express 
mention anywhere in the Act of the Full Court of Divorce) 
to transfer the jurisdiction of that court to the High Court, 
to be exercised either under the name of the Full Court, or 
under the name of a divisional court of the Divorce Division. 
The name was quite immaterial. Before the Act of 1876, 
an appeal would probably have lain from its decision to the 
Court of Appeal, but that right of appeal was clearly taken 
away by section 20 of the Act of 1876. 





Divorce AcTION—APPEARANCE OF QUEEN’S PRrocToR— 
Power or Court or APPEAL—23 & 24 Vict. c. 144, 8. 5— 
JuDICATURE Act, 1873, s. 19.—In a case of Le Sueur v. Le 
Sueur, which was brought before the Court of Appeal on 
the 6th inst., an appeal had been presented from the de- 
cision of Sir R. Phillimore (24 W. R. 616, L. R. 1 P. D. 
189). The petition was by a wife for a dissolution of 
marriage. The husband was served, but did not appear. 
An important question of jurisdiction arose, which, at the 
desire of the judge, was argued by counsel on behalf of the 
Queen’s Proctor, and in the result it was held that the 
court had no jurisdiction in the matter. The wife ap- 

ealed, and notice of the appeal was given -to the Queen’s 
Prostar: He did not at first appear, Sut at the desire of 
the court the hearing was postponed in order that 
counsel on his behalf might be present. When his counsel 
appeared the question was suggested whether the Court of 
Appeal has now the power which was given to the Divorce 
Court by section 5 of the Divorce Act of 1860 (23 & 24 
Vict. c. 144). That section provided that “In every case 
of a petition for a dissolution of marriage it shall be lawful 
for the court, if it shall see fit, to direct all necessary 
papers in the matter to be sent to her Majesty’s Proctor, who 
shall, under the directions of the Attorney-General, instruct 
counsel to argue before the court any question in relation 
to such matter, which the court may deem it necessary 
or expedient to have fully argued.” The court (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) held that, by virtue of 
section 19 of the Act of 1873, which provides that “for the 
purposes of and incidental to the hearing and determination 
of any appeal within its jurisdiction . . . the Court of 
Appeal shall have all the power, authority, and jurisdiction 
by this Act vested in the High Court of Justice,” the Court 
of Appeal now possess the power conferred by section 5 of 
the Act of 1860, and they accordingly directed the neces- 
sary papers in the matter to be sent to the Queen’s Proctor. 
The further hearing was postponed. 





TIME FOR APPEALING—ONE ORDER MADE ON FURTHER 
CONSIDERATION AND ON SUMMONS TO VARY CERTIFICATB— 
Orv. 58, BR. 14, 15.—The point which was decided by 
the Court of Appeal in Cummins v. Herron (noted ante, p» 
319) was raised again on the 6th inst. ina case of White 
v. Wilt, viz., whether, when one order has been made upon 
the farther consideration of an action and upon a sum- 
mons to vary the chief clerk’s certificate, an appeal can be 
brought after twenty-one days from the order so far as it 
deals with the summons. In Cummins v. Herron the court 
held that au appeal from a refusal to vary the certificate 
could not be brought after twenty-one days, even though 
the result was to render futile an appeal from the order on 
farther consideration. In White v. Wilt attention was 
directed to r. 14 of ord. 58, which was not referred to in 
Cummins v. Herron. That rule provides that “ no interlo- 
cutory order or rule from which there has been no appeal 
shall operate so as to bar or prejudice the Court of Appeal 
from giving such decision upon the appeal as may seem just,” 








and reference was made to an interlocutory observation of 
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Mellisb, L.J., in Sugden v. Lord St. Leonards (L. R. 1 P. D 
209) that ‘‘ the object of this rnle was to prevent parties 
being prejudiced by their having omitted to appeal from 
an interlocutory order. The whole thing was to be open 
on the merits before the Court of Appeal.” The court 
(James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.) said that 
it was very important that the true meaning of r. 14 should 
be decided, and they directed that the hearing of the case 
should be postponed until the 14th inst., when the Court 
of Appeal will be constituted of the same judges as those 
who decided Cummins v. Heron, the Master of the Rolls 
being one of them. 





Arpeat—Costs—Norice spy RESPONDENT—JUDICATURE 
Aor, 1873, s. 49—Orp. 58, Rr. 2.,—In a case of Harris 
v. Aaron, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 6th inst., the 
bill bad been dismissed by Bacon, V.C., without costs. 
The plaintiff appealed, and the Court of Appeal affirmed 
the decision, without calling upon the respondent’s counsel. 
But the respondent’s counsel attempted to argue that the 
Vice-Chancellor ought to have dismissed the bill, with costs. 
The respondent had not, however, given any notice to 
the appellant, under r. 6 of ord. 58, of his intention to 
raise this question upon the appeal, and on this ground, as 
well as on the ground that, the costs being in the discretion 
of the Vice-Chancellor, section 49 of the Act of 1873 pro- 
hibits an appeal asto costs without the leave of the judge, 
the Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) held that it was not open to the respondent 
to raise the question. 





Contempt oF Court—Ex PARTE APPLICATION—Orp. 44, 
R. 2; Orn. 53, x. 3.—In a case of Clarke v. Roche, on the 
7th inst., application was made ex parte to the Court of 
Appeal for arule calling on one of the defendants and on the 
printer of a newspaper to attend the court and answer for 
a contempt of court alleged to have been committed by them 
in the publishing in the newspaper of a letter, written by 
the defendant, commenting upon the proceedings in the 
action. The action had been commenced ina county court, 
and had been decided in favour of the plaiutiff. The defend- 
ants desired to appeal, but the judge refused to sign 'a case, 
anda rule nisi calling on him to do so was obtained from the 
Exchequer Division. This rule was afterwards discharged 
upon argument, and the defendants appealed from this 
decision. The appeal is now pending, and the application 
for a rule was made to the Court of Appeal on an affidavit 
which stated that the publication of the letter in question 
was calculated to prejudice the fair trial of the action upon 
the appeal. The only authority cited to show that such an 
=~ could be made ex parte was The Queen v. Castro 
(L. R. 9 Q. B. 219), where, in the celebrated Tichborne 
trial, a rule was granted ez parte calling upon two gentleman 
to attend and answer an alleged contempt of court. The 
court (Jessel, M.R., Mellish, L.J., and Baggallay, J.A.), 
however, said that what was done in that case, which was 
@ criminal trial before a jury, was no authority for making 
such an application in a civil action, and they said that in 
such a case it was entirely contrary to the practice to make 
an application of the kind ez parte, and, indeed, they 
treated as utterly absurd the notion that any judge could be 
in the slightest degree influenced in the conduct of a trial 
by any comments in a newspaper. 





CowremptT or Court—Morion To commit—Sorictror, 
—In a case of The Republic of Costa Rica v. Erlanger an 
order was recently made by Malins, V.C., that a solicitor 
should pay the costs of a motion to commit him for an 
alleged contempt of court. A report of the decision ap- 
peered in our columns (ante, p. 198). The order was on the 
7th inst. discharged by the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
Mellish, L.J., and Baggallay, J.A.) on the ground that no 
contempt had been committed. The facts were briefly these : 
An order had been made for the inspection by the plaintiffs 
of certain documents'in the possession of the defendants, 
and the inspection was directed to be made at the office of 
the defendants’ solicitor. Another order was afterwards 
made that the plaintiffs should give security for costs, and 
that the ger should be stayed till the security was 


——————__ 


defendants’ solicitor for the purpose of inspecting the docu. 
ments, but the defendants’ solicitor refused to allow the 
inspection to be made, one of the grounds of his refusal 
being that the security had not been given. The defend. 
ants’ solicitor declined to accept as security a bond which 
was proposed by the plaintiffs’ solicitor. The plaintiffy 
solicitor then left the office, but he afterwards went back 
for the purpose of asking for the return of a draft of the pro. 
posed bond, which he had left with the defendants’ solici- 
tor. He was shown into the defendants’ solicitor’s room, 
The defendants’ solicitor desired him to leave, an 
on his refusing to do so, turned him out, addressing 
him at the same time in strong language. After this 
the plaintiffs moved before the Vice-Chancellor for an order 
that the documents in question should be deposited in the 
Record and Writ Clerks’ office. When the motion wag 
opened, and the Vice-Chancellor had learnt what had taken 
place, he desired that the motion should be amended, so as 
to ask for the committal of the defendants’ solicitor for con- 
tempt of court, and upon the hearing of the motion so 
amended, his lordship was of opinion that the solicitor had 
been guilty of a contempt, and made an order for the de- 
posit of the documents, and also an order that the solicitor 
should pay the costs of the motion so far as it related to 
the contempt. The Court of Appeal were clearly of 
a that no contempt had been committed. No orderof 
the court had been disobeyed, and nothing had been done 
which could in any way hinder the due administration of 
justice in the suit. There was no jurisdiction to make an 
order for committal, and consequently none to order the 
respondent to pay costs in lieu of such an order. J 
M.R., said that the exercise of this arbitrary jurisdiction of 
the court ought to be most jealously and carefully guarded, 
and that the court ought not to resort to it except in cases 
where no other remedy was to be found. It was a neces- 
sary power, but a power which ought only to be used in 
extreme cases. 








ENROLMENT OF DecrEE—AppraL To House or Lorps— 
ConsoLiDATED ORDERS, OrD. 23, RR. 25, 26, 28.—In a cage 
of Cope v. De la Warr, heard the same day, an appeal was 
brought from the refusal by Bacon, V.C., of a motion to 
enrol a decree pronounced by the Court of Chancery in 
the year 1873, so as to enable the party moving to appeal 
to the House of Lords. The Vice-Chancellor refused the 
application, on the ground that the applicant had not 
shown special circumstances entitling him to what he 
asked. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., Mellish, L.J. 
and Baggallay, J.A.) held that under r. 26 of ord. 23,8 
party applying after the expiration of six months, but 
within five years, after the decree was made, is 
entitled as a matter of right to an order to enrol, unless 
his opponent can show some good reason why the order 
should not be made—as, for instance, that the applicant 
has acted in some way which would render it inequitable 
for him to appeal to the House of Lords. But, on the 
other hand, where the application is made after the 
expiration of five years, then, by r. 28, the onus is on the 
applicant to show some special reason why the enrolment 
should be allowed. In Cope v. De la Warr, no good 
reason to the contrary having been shown by the responds 
ent, the order for enrolment was made. Though the 
enrolment of decrees made since the Judicature Acts is 
not necessary, see Hastie v. Hastie, 20 Soxicirors’ JouRNA® 
p. 391, yet the principle thus laid down will still apply to 
decrees made before that time. 


Contract ror Sate. or Lanp—Action sy PurcHaseR 
For Depostr—CounTER-CLAIM FoR SPEcrFic’ PERFORMANCE 
—TraNsreR TO CHaNncery Diviston~Jvupicatun® Aor, 
1873, ss, 34, 36—JupicaturE Act, 1875, 5.11; Orv. 61, 
Rn. 2.—In a case of Holloway v. York, ‘heard by the Court 
of Appeal on the same day, an appeal was brought from 
the refusal by the Exchequer Division of an‘ application 
for the transfer of the action to the Chancery Division. 
The plaintiff had entered into a contract with the defend- 
ant for the purchase of land, Some difficulties arose with 


and the purchaser brought the action for the return of his 





given. plaintiffs’. solicitor went to the office of the 








deposit. The vendor filed a counter-claim for the specific 


regard to the title, and delay took place in the completion, ” 
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ice of the contract. The Court of Appeal came 
4o the conclusion that there was a Jond jide dispute as to 
¢hé title, and said that, it being an equitable question, 
and that if the vendor was right the Chancery Division 
glone could give him the proper remedy, the transfer 
ought to be made. The decision appears to be in accord- 
née with that in Hiliman v. Mayhew (24 W. R. 435, L. R. 
1 Bx. D. 182). 


SpectFic PeERFORMANCE—OvrTsTANDING LEaaL Estate,— 
Mn'an action for specific performance (Kitchen v. Palmer), 
where the vendor claimed to rescind the contract, on the 
ground that he was unable to comply with a requisition 
as to the concurrence, in the conveyance to the purchaser, 
of the heir of a trustee in whom an outstanding legal estate 
was vested, Vice-Chancellor Hall, on the 8th inst., held 
that the requisition in question was one not ‘‘ in respect 
of title,” but of conveyance, and that the vendors had, 
therefore, no right to rescind under a condition which 
mentioned only requisitions and objections “in respect of 
title.” 


TransFeR TO County Court—Power or Jupce.—In the 
game case an objection was raised that the action was one 
which should have been tried in a county court, the 
purchase-money being only £130 ; and his lordship re- 
marked that the defendant ought to have applied to have 
it transferred. Under the Judicature Act he had authority 
to transfer such an action to a county court ; and, in 
future, he should exercise that power in @ proper case. 


Property OF Foreign GovERNMENT — DemuRRER — 
JuRisDICTION.—A question similar to that in Smith v. 
Weguelin and Gladstone v. Ottoman Bank, as to the jurisdic. 
tion of the court over the property of and contract by a 


foreign Government, arose on Wednesday, the 7th inst., in 
Twycross v. Dreyfus, before Vice-Chancellor Hall. The 
action was on behalf of all the bondholders of the Peruvian, 
1870, six per cent. loan, and the plaintiff alleged that the 
Government of Peru had specially hypothecated the pro- 
ceeds of certain guano to the service of the loan. ‘The 
following words A were printed on each bond) are 
material :—‘‘In all contracts which the Government may 
enter into for the sale of guano, under whatever form this 
sale may have, it binds itself to direct’ that there be set 
aside out of the proceeds of each haif-year a sum sufficient 
for the service of that same half-year, and after such service 
being secured to dispose freely ot the surplus.” The 
plaintiff alleged that the defendants had “received large 
‘quantities of guano for the purpose of, thereby or thereout, 
or out of the proceeds of sale thereof, paying the unpaid 
dntereston .. . the said bonds,” and that such guano, or the 
\ eds thereof, “ became applicable, and ought to have 
en applied by the said defendants in the first place in 
or towards payment of the unpaid interest due on the 
said bonds.” After alleging that the defendants, who 
were the financial agents through whom the loan was 
negotiated, claimed a lien on such guano and proceeds, 
and threatened to appropriate the same to their own vse, 
the statement of claim offered to make the republic of 
Peru ‘a defendant if it desired. “The said republic, 
, makes no claim to the said guano, moneys, funds, 

and securities, or to any part thereof, or to any interest 
therein.” The defendants demurred, on the ground that 
no relief could be given in the absence of the republic, 
which was's sovereign Power over which the court had no 
jurisdiction. Davey, Q.C., and Ingle Joyce, for the demurrer, 
and’ Hastings, Q.C., and Romer, for the ‘plaintiff. Hall, 
V.C,, allowed the demurrer, with costs. The allegations 
that ‘the guatio,’ in the hands ‘of the’ defendants was 
applicable to the payment of interest, and that the 
Government of Pera made no claim, could not be 
singled out from the context, but the whole state- 
ment of claim must be read together, and the allega- 
tions in question were governed and modified by the 
‘provision above mentioned as printed on each bond. 
m that it was clear that the appropriation of the guano 
‘was to be by the Government and not by the defendants, 





who were merely agents for the sale of the guano. The 
clause that the Government might dispose freely of the 
proceeds was material. It did not appear that the Govern- 
ment had made or directed any appropriation of the guano 
or funds in the defendants’ hands for the service of the loan; 
and, that being so, it must be taken to remain the property 
of the Government of Peru, and was not impressed with any 
trust for the bondholders. Therefore no order could be 
made in the absence of the republic, and, even if it were a 
party, the court would have no jurisdiction. 


PracTicE —ABANDONED Morron—Costs—TIME FOR 
APPLICATION.—On the 8th inst. M. R, Phillips applied for 
the costs of an abandoned motion in Yetts v. Biles, and @ 
discussion arose as to the proper time for such an applica- 
tion. It wassuggested by counsel, as amici curiae, that the 
proper course was to apply on the motion day succeeding 
that for which notice was given. In the present case the 
application was made at the close of the motions on the 
day for which notice was given, and it may be observed 
that the motions were over unusually early—before eleven 
o’clock. The Vice-Chancellor said he should give the 
costs of the motion, subject to its being mentioned by the 
other side in the course of the day. 








Appointments, Gte. 


Mr. Tuomas Jurivs Bremnrrpes, solicitor, notary, and 
proctor, of Exeter, has been appointed by the Sheriff of 
Devonshire (John Fleming, Esq.) to be Under-Sheriff of 
that County for the ensuing year. Mr. Bremridge was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1846, and is clerk of the peace» for the 
city, and registrar of the archdeaconry of Exeter. 


Mr. Joun Parke CuartuaM, solicitor, of Hull, has been 
elected Clerk to the Cottingham School Board. Mr. 
Chatham is also clerk to the Satton School Board. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1864, and is in partnership with 
his father, Mr. William Chatham, who is clerk to the 
County magistrates at Hull, clerk to the Sculcoates 
Board of Guardians, and superintendent-registrar. 


Mr, Ropert DawsARN, jun., solicitor (of the firm of 
Dawbarn & Wise), of March, has been appointed by the 
High Sheriff of Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire (Mr. 
John Brown) to be Under-Sheriff of those Counties for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Dawbarn was admitted a solicitor in 
1846, and is registrar of the March County Court, treasurer 
for the Isle of Ely, and clerk to the Isle of Ely magistrates, 
March division, and to the Middle Level Drainage Com- 
missioners. 


Mr. Henry Deane, solicitor (of the firm of Deane & 
Liékorish), of 14, Walbrook, and of Loughborough, has 
been’ appointed by the High Sheriff of Leicestershire (Mr. 
Hussey Packe) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Deane was admitted a solicitor in 1862, 
and is coroner for the northern division of Leicestershire, 
and clerk to the commissioner of taxes for the division of 
West Goscote. 


Messrs. Exmsirz, Forsyru, & Simewick, of 27) 
Leadenhall-street, have been appointed Solicitors to the 
Thames Conservancy Board. 


Mr. Jonn Henry Fawcett, barrister, has been appointed 
her Majesty’s Consul-General at Constantinople, and 
Judge of the Supreme Consular Court in that city, in the 
place of Sir Philip Francis, deceased. Mr. Fawcett is the 
eldest son of Mr. John Fawcett, of Petterill Bank, Cumber- 
land, and was born in 1831. He was called to the barat the 
Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1857, and formerly prac- 
tised on the ‘Northern Circuit. He was appoin ~vice- 
consul at Constantinople and assistant judge of the Supreme 
Consular Court in 1875. 

Mr. Joun Tomursson Hinpert, barrister, of Urmston 
Grange, Lancashire, who has been elected M.P, for Oldham 
in the Liberal interest, is the eldest son of Mr. Elijah 
Hibbert, of Oldbam. He was born in 1824, and was 
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educated at Shrewsbury School, and at St. John’s College, 

Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 

in Easter Term, 1849. Mr. Hibbert was M.P. for Oldham 

from 1862 till 1874, when he lost his seat, and he unsuc- 

cessfully contested Blackburn in 1875. He was parliament- 

7 secretary to the Local Government Board from 1872 
ill 1874. 


Mr. Toomas Dewnurst Lincarp, solicitor (of the firm 
of Lingards & Newby), of Manchester, has been appointed 
by the High Sheriff of Cheshire (Mr. Thomas Unett 
Brocklehurst) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for the 
ensuing year. 


Mr. Wittram Epwarp RiIcHARDSON, solicitor, of 
Birmingham, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking 
affidavits in the Supreme Court of the Colony of Victoria, 
and also for the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario. 


Mr. Evwin Avcustvs Siru, solicitor, proctor, and 
notary, of Blandford, has been appointed by the High 
Sheriff of Dorsetshire (Mr. Ernest Clay Ker Seymer) to be 
Under-Sheriff of that County for the ensuing year. Mr. 
Smith was admitted a solicitor in 1848, and is town clerk 
of Blandford, clerk to the commissioners of taxes, perpetual 
commissioner for taking the acknowledgments of deeds by 
married women, and joint-registrar of the district probate 
registry of the High Court of Justice. 


Mr. Lavrence SmitrH THompson, solicitor, of Richmond, 
Yorkshire, has been elected an Assessor for Revising the 
Municipal Lists for that Borough. * 


Mr. Epwarp WaveH, solicitor,of Cuckfield and Hayward’s 
Heath, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of Sussex 
(Mr. Robert Loder) to be Under-Sheriff of that County for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Waugh was admitted a solicitor in 
1852, and is registrar of the Cuckfield County Court, and 
clerk to the Cuckfield Board of Guardians and Local Board 
of Health, and to the county magistrates and the commis- 
sioners of taxes. 


Mr. R@wianp Hort Wuson, solicitor, of Bury St. 
Edmunds, has been appointed by the High Sheriff of Suffolk 
(Mr. George Holt Wilson) to be Under-Sheriff of that 
county for the ensuing year, Mr. James John Sparke, of 
Bury St. Edmunds, acting as Deputy Under-Sheriff. 





THE WINTER ASSIZES ACT. 


Tue grand jury at the Chelmsford Assizes on Thurs- 
day made the following presentment to the judge on this 
subject :— 

‘*The Grand Jury take this opportunity of presenting to 
you the views which they entertain, and which they believe 
embody the opinions of the country at large, as to the work- 
ing of the Winter Assizes Act and the Order in Council made 
under it. We are not ignorant of, nor insensible to, the 
evils which that Act was intended to meet; but we think 
that the trials of prisoners from this county at the Central 
Criminal Court—for offences committed in this county 
(beyond the district of that court)—have been found to be a 
source of the greatest possible inconvenience to all persons 
engaged in such trials. Prosecutors, witnesses, and attor- 
neys, or their clerks, have been compelled to travel unne- 
ceesarily long distances, and are kept waiting in London 
many days before their cases are heard, to their great incon- 
venience and the loss of time and money, and prisoners have 
been undnly prejudiced in their defences by the increased 
difficulty in securing the attendance of witnesses ;’ and, 
moreover, witnesses and others are exposed to t incon- 
venience through being detained in lodgings in London until 
the cases come on. If the Central Criminal Court had exer- 
cised the power conferred by the Act of summoning jurors 
from more distant parts of the county, these inconveniences 
would have been considerably increased. This town is, to 
the greatest part of the county, more accessible than the 
metropolis, and the grand jury think that the trials of 
prisoners might more conveniently be held here.” 

This presentment was signed by fifteen out of twenty-three 
of the grand jurors. 

Sir G. W. BraMwE.isaid he would forward the presentment 
to the Home Secretary, to whom it was most proper to send 


it, as he was the author of the Act to which they took excep. 
tion, and he was sure that it would receive every attention; 
and if the Secretary of State should be convinced by their 
reasoning, he was candid enough to admit it, and had power 
to apply a remedy to the evils of which they complained. It 
is no part of my daty, said the learned judge, to defend what 
he has done ; but I should not like it to be supposed, as it 
might be if I was silent, that I had not got an opinion 
on the subject, or do not value yours; and, indeed, 
there is this additional reason for my saying something on 
the subject—that, before the Home Secretary prepared the 
measure, he consulted all the judges, and that I expressed 
an opinion that such a measure ought to be passed, so that, 
if my opinion had any weight with him, I am in a sense 
responsible for it, and I should like to tell you why I enter. 
tained that opinion, and why, with all respect to you, 
-entertain it still. No doubt it is desirable that criminals. 
should be tried as near as possible to the places where the 
offences were committed. Witnesses are generally to be 
found there, and the trials are more impressive when they 
are held in the neighbourhood. If it cost nothing, neither 
trouble, nor time, nor expense to bring together the grand 
jury and the petty juries, and all the judicial retinue, it 
might be good to have assizes, not only here, but also at 
Colchester, Harwich, and other places. But that is impos- 
sible, and what you probably would suggest is that there 
should be more frequent assizes at Chelmsford. But how 
many assizes do you suggest should be held? There aro 
already Winter Assizes, besides the Spring and Summer. But 
if a man is committed for trial in December, after the Winter 
Assizes are over, he must still be imprisoned until the assizes 
are held here in March; and if he is committed after the 
Spring Assizes are over here, he must still be imprisoned 
until the Summer Assizes in July. He may be innocent— 
some of the prisoners are so—and even if he be guilty, he 
may be worthy only of so light a punishment that it will 
be a grievous hardship tkat he should be kept in prison for 
three months, in addition to which you have prisoners 
kept for months idle at the expense of the county. Now, 
what is to be done? Are you to have four, or five, or six. 
assizes a year, instead of three? It does seem strange 
when there is a tribunal sitting constantly for the trial 
of prisoners, month by month, that the prisoners should 
not be tried there. Half the county is as accessible to 
London as to Chelmsford, and some parts of it more s60.. 
You urge that it is uncomfortable to have to go up to 
London and wait there; but as, to half the county, it is 
greater trouble to come here. You say that parties are kept 
waiting a long time at the Central Criminal Court, and 
that is, indeed, much complained of by the people of Mid- 
dlesex and London, and I should think it might be re- 
medied, as, for instance, by providing that the Essex cases. 
should be taken on a certain day. You say that prisoners 
have been unduly prejudiced in their defences through the 
difficulty of obtaining the attendance of witnesses; but I 
should iike to ask you in how many cases this could be 
proved. I have no doubt you have been told go, but L 
have great doubts if it is so. I believe that if you were 
to examine into these cases you would find some reason 
for doubticg them. However, what I have said is thrown 
out for your consideration, and that you may know on what. 
grounds my opinion was framed. The question is how to 
obviate the cost of keeping prisoners in gaol several months. 
before trial. If there was not such ceremony about it, if 
the assizes could be held here as the sittings are at Guild. 
hall or Westminster, the judges simply coming down and 
taking their seats and beginning business, it would be easier 
to hold frequent assizes ; but there are commission days and. 
ceremonies of various kinds, which involve a t loss of 
time. It was made & matter of complaint the other day 
that we did not have a commission day at Hertford, where 
it is no more wanted than at Guildhall or Weatminster.. 
Where is the difference? Yours is a metropolitan county. 
These observations, however, I again say, are only thrown. 
out for your consideration, and, for myself, all I can do is: 
to forward your presentment to the of State, as 
I shall certainly do, and I have now only to thank you for 
your services and to discharge you. 
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Legislation of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
March 6.—Pustic Recorp Orrice. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in moving that their lordships 
into committee on this Bill, said he only proposed on 
‘this occasion that the committee should be taken pro 
forma, in order that the Bill might be reprinted with 
amendments. Since it was laid on the table representa- 
tions had been made from various quarters that it was de- 
girable that the scheme of the measure should be carried 
farther, so as to include the destruction of documents 
which had accumulated in counties, and were now en- 
tirely useless. He proposed, therefore, to introduce 
clauses to effect that object, and their lordships would be 
better judges of how far they might with safety go in the 
direction referred to when they saw those clauses in 
print. Also, he found there was a feeling in some quarters, 
and it. was one in which he sympathized, that, before any 
documents were destroyed, ,there should be laid before 
Parliament a schedule containing a description of the 
documents which it was intended to destroy. He proposed 
to introduce such a schedule in the Bill, and this afforded 
another reason for reprinting the Bill itself.—The Bill 

passed through committee pro forma. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
March 1.—Prisons. 

The House resumed the consideration of this Bill in 
committee, at clause 10, which provides for the appoint- 
ment of the visiting committees of prisons. 

Clause 10 was agreed to after amendments had been 
rejected. 

On clause 11, which relates to the duties of the visiting 
committee, Sir W. Barrretot moved the omission of 
certain lines which would give to the visiting committee 
the power of nominating persons for appointment to sub- 
guage offices in prisons.—The amendment was agreed 

Clauses 11 and 13 were agreed to. 

Clause 14 was amended thus :—‘‘ And where a prison 
authority has provided a prison of its own more than 
adequate for the acoommodation of the prisoners belong- 
ing to such authority, it shall be entitled to receive out 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament compensation to 
the extent of not more than £120 in respect of each cell 
provided in such prison over and above the number of 
cells required for the maximum number of prisoners 
maintained at the expense of such authority in its own 
prison during the five years immediately preceding the 
ist day of January, 1877,” &c. As amended the clause 
was agreed to, as were clauses 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19. 

On clause 20 progress was reported. 


March 5.—Forrerrvure Rewisr. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
March 6.—Pustic Lrsrarres Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tuames River (PREVENTION or Froops). 
This Bill was read a second time and referred to a 
committee. 
ConsonipaTep F'unp. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Merropouis Tort Brings. 
This Bill was read a second time and was referred to a 
select committee. 


March 7.—Anciznt Monuments. 
This Bill on a division was read @ second time by 211 to 
163, and was referred to a select committee. 


Companies Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was withdrawn in order to introduce another 
Bill with amendments that had been sted. 
Bill No, 2 was introduced and read a time. 


; Consonmpatep Funp. 
This Bill was read a third time. 








Bzzr Licences (IRELAND). 
This Bill as amended was considered. 


County Courts. 
Sir E. Wiimor introduced a Bill to further extend the 
jurisdiction of the county courts. 





BILLS BEFORE PARLIAMENT. 


A Bill for amending the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Acts, 1873 and 1875. 


[Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Secretary Cross, and Mr. 
William Henry Smith.] 


Be it enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual 
and temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows : 

1. Construction and short title of Act.] This Act shall, 
so far as is consistent with the tenor thereof, be construed 
as one with the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts, 1873, 
1875, and together with the said Acts may be cited as 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts, 1873, 1875, 1877, 
and this Act may be cited separately as “‘The Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1877.” 

2. Appointment of additional judge of High Court of 
Justice. | It shall be lawful for her Majesty to appoint a 
judge of the High Court of Justice in addition to the 
number of judges of that court authorized to be appointed 
by the Supreme Conrt of Judicature Acts, 1873, 1875. 

3. Position of additional judge.] The judge appointed in 
— of this Act shall be in the same position as if he 

ad been appointed a puisne judge of the said High Court 
in pursuance of the Supreme Court of Judicature Acts, 1873, 
1875, and all the provisions of the Supreme Court of Judi- 
cature Acts, 1873 and 1875, for the time being in force in 
relation to the qualification and appointment of puisne 
judges of the said High Conrt, and to their tenure of office, 
and to their precedence, and to their salaries and pensions, 
and to the officers to be attached to the persons of such 
judges, and all other provisions relating to such puisne 
judges, with the exception of such provisions as apply to 
existing judges only, shall apply to the additional judge 
appointed in pursuance of this section in the same manner 
as they apply to the other puisne judges of the said court 
respectively, The judge appointed in pursuance of this 
Act shall be attached to the Chancery Division of the said 
im > Court, subject to such power of transfer as is in the 
Judicature Act, 1873, mentioned. 

4. Definition of puisne judge.] A puisne judge of the 
High Court of Justice means for the purposes of tais Act 
a judge of the High Court of Justice other than the Lord 
Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master 
of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 
and the Lord Chief Baron, and their successors respeot- 
ively. 








Law Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat EXAMINATION. 
January, 1877. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of 
twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

1. Ernest Frederick McKewan, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Stevens, Wilkinson, & Harries, of London. 

2. Frederick Stone, who served his clerkship to Mr. Alfred 
Taylor, of Sheffield. 

3. Robert Newton Rhodes, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Gill & Hall, of Wakefield. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. McKewan, the prize of the Honourable Society 
of Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Stone, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Rhodes, prize of the Incorporated Law Society. 
| The examiners have also certified that the following 
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-eandidates, under the age of twenty-six, passed examina- 
tions which entitle them to commendation :— 

Arthur Mainley Cope, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Alexander Mainley Cope, of London. 

Edmund Dean, LL.B., who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Walker, Twyford, Belward, & Whitfield, of London. 

Robert Phillipps Edyvean, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Commins & Sons, of Bodmin, Cornwall, and Messrs. 
Coode, Kingdon, & Cotton, of London. 

Charles Frederic Freeman, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Ellison & Burrows, of Cambridge. 

Willie Sheldrake, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Steward & Rouse, of Ipswich, and Messrs; Rhodes & Son, 
of London. 

John Allen Slater, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs: Learoyd, Learoyd, & Morrison, of Huddersfield and 
London. « 

Francis Stanton, who served his clerkship to Mr. John 
‘Cutts, of Chesterfield: 

John Law Worthington, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Hernry Bullock, of Manchester. 

The number of candidates examined was 192; of these, 
4143 passed and 49 were postponed. 

By order of the council, 
E. W. Wiit1aMs0n, Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


—_— 


March 9, 1877. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cont. Consols, 96% Annuitias, April, "85, 9% 

Ditto for Account, April 6, 96 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. sper Cent.Reduced, 95$xd | Ex Bills, £21000, 24 perCt, 14pm 
New 3 per Cent., 95% xd Ditto, £500, Do, 14 pm. 

Do. 33 perCent., Jan, 794 Ditto, 2100 & £200,14 pm, 

Do-2$ per Centi, Jan.94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Bo. 5 perCent., Jan. "78 Ct. (last half-year), 261 
Annuities, Jan.’80 Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ind. Stk., 5 per Cent., July, 80,107) Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May,’79, 91 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cente, 
Ditto 4 perCent., Oct. ’88, i03gxdj April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,¢per Cent. 88 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

2nd Enf. Pr., 5 per C., Jar,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





.|Closing Prices 





























Railways. 

Stock| Bristol and Exeter _ 
Stock! Caledoni 1244 
Stock|Glasgow and South=Western ..... 106 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ,, é 513 
-Stock|Great Northern 128 xd 
Stock] Dow A Stock* ; 100 1283 
‘Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 — 
~Stock|Great Western—Original.....ieisec- eccceseess| 100 105 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire .......csseesssessevies) 100 1373 xd 
Stock| London; Brighton, and South Coast ..........0 100 121 
Stock| London, Chatham, and-Doverwis cies. 100 203 
Stock|London and North-Western ..... 100 1483 xd 
Stock}London and South Western:....c..:. 100 130 






































Stock| Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ........«..<| 100 7 
Stock! Metropolitan s 100 104 
Stoek|’ Do., District 100 4 
Midland... 100 128 xd 

Stock!North British 100 99% 
Stock] North Eastern 100 154k 
Stock!North London 100 137 
Stock North s ff a ire Ober 100 67 
‘Stockigouth Devon 100 69 
Stock} South-Eastern +! 100 1264 





* A recéives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


oe 


The daily papers of Monday last announced certain 
changes which have been made in the well-known company 
of Waterlow & Sons (Limited), by which the’ law 
atationery department, carried on at 24 and 25, Birchin- 
lane, has been transferred to the firm of Waterlow. Bros. 
.& Layton, with the view of enabling the company to give 
undivided attention to their extensive business in all the 





oo — 


other departments, which will be continued as heretofore 
at their several establishments in Finsbury, Great Win. 
chester-street, London-wall, and Parliament-street, under 
the control of the three eldest sons of Sir Sydney 
Waterlow, Bart., M.P., and the managers who were con- 
nected for so many years with the late firm and are now 
directors of the company. 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Ciay—March 6, at 3, Gordon-street, Gordon-square, the wifg 
of William Henry Clay, barrister-at-law, of a daughter, 

Coox—March 1, at Snaresbrook, Essex, the wife of James Wm, 
Cook, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Corr—March 7, at Thornton-hill, Wimbledon, S.W., the wife 
of Alfred Evelyn Copp, of 37, Essex-street, Strand, solicitor, 
of a daughter. 

Ram—March 3, at Halesworth, the wife of Willett Ram, soli- 
citor, of a son. 

MARRIAGE, 

M‘LarEN—Pocuin—March 6, at the Friends’ meeting-house, 
Westminster, Charles Benjamin Bright M‘Laren, M.A., of 
Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Laura, daughter of Henry 
D. Pochin, of Bodnant Hall, Denbigh, and Barn Elms, 
Surrey. 

DEATHS. 

BRAIKENRIDGE—Feb. 27, at Bush-hill, Edmonton, Middlesex, 
Francis Jerdone Braikenridge, of Bartlett’s-buildings, London, 
solicitor, aged 53, 

Cote—March 3, at No. 30, Rutland-gate, Hyde-park, John 
Cole, aged 87. 

Hati—Feb. 27, at 1, Victoria-road, Clapham-common, Alfred 
Hall, late chief clerk in the High Courtof Chancery, aged 67. 

HA.LeTT—March 4, at Bolton-row, Mayfair, Thomas Perham 
Luxmoore Hallett, of Lincoln’s-inn, aged 74. 

Mount—March 5, Martha, the wife of Francis William Mount, 
-4 + asta Lodge, Forest-hill, and 17, Gracechurch-street, 


Grszons—March 2, at 108, Lambeth-road, Frederick Gibbons, 
for 25 years Patent Clerk to successive Attorney-Generala, 








LONDON GAZETTES. ‘ 


Proféssional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Faripay, March 2, 1877. 


Hughes, George Martin, Ayerst Hooker, Mark Noble Buttanshaw, and 
Charles Murton, 26, Budge row, London, Solicitors. Feb 17 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies.’ 


Farway, March 2, 1877, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Dryburnside Silver Lead Mining Company, Limited.— Petition for 
winding up, presented Feb 26, directed to be heard before V. 
Hall on March 16. Blagden, Great Winchester st, solicitor for the 
petitioner 

Native Guano Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 27, directed to be heard before V.C, Malins on March 16. Collette 
and Collette, Lincoln's inn fields, solicitors for the petitioners 

White Ash Paper Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has fixed March 
12, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the appointment 
of an official liquidator 


Tuxspay, March 6, 1877. 
LfmirepD IN CHANCERY. 

Brynmawr Coal and Iron Somepeny, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before March 21, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to care of James Fraser, 

Arms yard. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the liquidators 


Canadian Land Reclaiming and Colonizing Company, Limited.—Peti- 
tion for ‘winding up, presen arch 3, directed to be heard before 
the M.R. on March 17. Beall, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the 
petitioners i 

Hall o’Lee and Stanfield Collieries Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before April 10, tosend their names and add 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Whinneys | 
Old Jewry. Wednesday, April 18, at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Hooper’s Tele h Works, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Thursday, 
March 15, at 10.45, at his chambers, as the time and place for the + 
appointment ofan official liquidator 

Vale of Neath Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, om 
or before Mareh 26, to send their names and addresses, and the 
ticalars of their debts or claims, to James Glanville, Great St Beles 
Monday, April 16, at 12, is appointed for hearing and ‘adj 
upon debts and claims 
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Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, March 2, 1876. 
‘Friendly Benevolent Society, Weavers’ Arms Inn, Market place, Great 
outh. Feb 22 
RG Society, Crown Inn, Chiddingfold, Surrey. Feb 26 
Rammersmen United Friendly Sick and Burial Society, St Peter’s 
Schoolroom, Hatton wall. Feb 27 


TourspayY, March 6, 1877. 
Druids’ Friendly Society, Methodist Tabernacle Schoolroom, Oldbury, 
op. March |! 
Bhan nion Friendly Society, Mason’s Arms Inn, Stapleton, Glouces- 
. March 3 
south Metropolitan Mutual Provident Society, Swan Tavern, Great 
Dover st, Southwark. Feb 24 = #4) 
g of Friendship Minor Lodge of the Stafford District Branch of 
the Independent Order of Odd Fellows, South London Unity, 
Friendly Society, Hop Pole Inn, Stafford. March t 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb. 23, 1877. 


"Bonner, Thomas, Briéport, Dorset, Gent. March 23. Tucker v Good, 

Botland, John Hamilton, Wellington, Somerset, Grocer. March 17. 
Butland v Butiand, M.R. Ransom, Wellington 

‘Oochrane, James, Loughton, Essex, April 4. Gouldv Cochrane, V.C. 
Hall. Rickards vy Walker, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Codner, Antonio Jabez, Bentinck st, Manchester sq, Tailor. April 4. 
Harrison v Codner, V.C. Hall. Hendricks, New Cavendish st, Port- 
land place 

Ooley, Edward Henry, Australia. Oct. 31. 
Malins. Press, Bristol 

De Rosaz, Chevalier Francois, Upper Bedford place, Advocate. April 
16, Rymer v De Rosaz, V.C. Malins. Taylor, Field court, Gray’s ion 

Folvy, John Henry, Osnaburgh st, Sculptor. April2. Burby v Tenis- 
we .C. Hall. Hird, Great Tichfleld st 

Holland,’ Elisha, Longton, Stafford, Earthenware Manufacturer. March 

17. Holland v Holland, M.R. Adderley and Marflest, Longton 

Tllidge, Thomas Bailey, Acre lane, Brixton, Esq. March 27. David- 
son v Illidge, M.R. Logie, Sutherland gardens, Westbourne park 

Merriman, Emily, Dorchester, Dorset. March 15. Merriman v 
Davis, V.C. Malins, Gray, Edgware rd 

Middleton, Elizabeth, Darnley terrace, Darnley rd, Hackney. April 
12, Thompson v Harris, V.C. Malins. 

Stephenson, Elizabeth, Scarborough, York. March 24, Tesseyman v 
Westlake, V.C. Malins. Tate, Scarborough 

Wilson, Eleanor, Waterloo terrace, nr Whitehaven, Oumberland. 
March 24. Bragg v Powe, M.R. Helder, Whitehaven 


Hicks v Brooks, V.C. 


TouespaY, Feb, 27, 1877. 


Ashburner, Thomas, Oxenbows, Cumberland, Yeoman. April 2. 
Ashburner v Ashburner, V.C. Halil. Webster, Whitehaven 

Bradbury, John, Alstonfield, Stafford, Farmer. March 26, Bradbury 
v Bradbury, M.R. Challinor, Leek 

Bridge, Henry William, Pelham st, Spitalfields, Publican. March’ 29. 
Bridge v Bridge, V.C. Hall.. Charles, Gracechurch st 

Chapman, George Samuel, Teignmouth, Devon, Hotel Proprietor. 
April 2, Thomson v Chapman, V.C. Malins. Floud, Exeter 

Duquenoy, Leon, ers st, Oxford st, Wine Merchant. April 2. 
Duquenoy v Duquenoy, V.0, Hall. Parker, Bedford row 

Gerrard, James, Wigan, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. March 26. 
Heaton v Gerrard, V.C. Bacon. Adcock, Wigan 

Haddon, Thomas, Birmingham, Screw Rivet Manufacturer. April 7. 
Haddon v Starkey, M.R. Jaques, Birmingham 

Miller, James, Eastcheap, Solicitor, March 28, Dubois v Miller, V.C. 
Hail, Jenkinson, Eastcheap 

Morgan, Charles, Cwmaman, Carmarthen, Colliery Proprietor. March 
31. Morgan v Morgan, V.O. Malins. Norton, Swansea 

Tucker, Joseph, Bath, Somerset, Coal Merchant,. March 31. Love v 
Tucker, V.C. Malins. Gibbs, Bath 

Wilkinson, John, jun, Lowseale-in-Garsdale, York, Farmer. March 27. 
Wilkinson v Harper, M.R. Thompson, Kendal 


Farvay, March 2, 1877. 

Ashley, William Thomas Budding, Church row, Ste Gent. . Oct 
31, V.0, Malins.—Next of Kin eens 
Barber, William; Lansdowne crescent, Notting hill, Gent. April 9, 
Dardier v Chapman, V.C. Malins.’ Mander, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

George, Leeds, Innkeeper. “ April2. Benton v Barrett, V.C. 


Lee Leeds Gin 
Southampton, it. April'10. Davis v Atkins; V.0. 
ome Fluker, Ser eants’ inn, Ghancory lene d 
4 ford, York, Plasterer. ‘March 16. Smith ¥ Lay~ 
cock, Bradford District Registrar. - Wilkinson, Bradferd: 
eters ovn Matterdale, Cumberland.’ March 31. V.C. Malins.— 


; Thomas, Barlow, Derby, Farmer.’ Mar¢h 31. 8 
V.C, Malins. Bunting, Chanerfeld 8 were ee 
= 27. Goodchap 


Rebérte, James, , Cork Merchant.’ 
raund, Furnival’s 
. *Mareh 30.° Allsop v Vicéars, V.C. 


v Roberts, yo. Bacon. 
John, | 8, A gent 

. Hearn, Buckingham 
ToksdaY, March 6, 1877: 


Baillie, Hugh 8: Upp2r: Esq. 
Lowi Ve. all” peas Belere oh q- » April 10. Baillie ¥ 


rd, Picoaddilly- 
hamberland, aq, April 10. Mul- 


; John Licock, Lorton Hall, 
y Sp ythorher Haatingdo Esq, March 31. George 
‘un Dy 4 3 ¥ 
woke, Great James st, Bedford row 


Jane ee *q, Gent. March 31, 


row - 
V.0, 'Malins. Cartwright, Lothbary eesinahieties 





——— Scarborough, York, Gent. April 10. Marftitt v Taylor, * 

V.C. Bacon 

Ord, James Matthew, Chesterwood, Northumberland, Farmer. April 
7. Dickinson v Dickinson, V.C, Hall. Gray, sow churchyard 

Parker, Octavius, Cambridge, Auctioneer. April10. Metcalfe v Pare 
ker, V.C. Malins. Lawrence, Cambridge 

Soss, Malcolm, Brighton, Sussex, Merchant. June 1. Ross v Wil- 
kins, V.C. Malins. Biyth, St Swithin’s lane 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap; 35. 


Last Day of Claim. 
TuespaY, Feb. 27, 1877. 
Acres, Elizabeth, Codicote, Hertford. July 2. 
Allatt, William, Dogsthorpe, Northampton, Valuer. April 30. Brown 
and Co, Peterborough 
Birley, Arthur Leyland, Kirkham, April 25. 
Dickson, Kirkham 
Bridle, John, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Gent. May!. Howard, Weye 


mouth 

Camp, John Eldred, Great Easton, Essex, Farmer. March 23. Wade 
and Knocker, Great Dunmow 

Oarr, Walter, High st, Stoke Newington, Draper. March 31. Chave, 
Wandsworth 

re Lonsdale rd, Barnes, Gent. April 23, Nicholls, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

Cousens, Richard, Park rd, Peckham. March 10, 
Queen Victoria st 

Cowan, John Thomson, Iver Grove, Bucks, Esq. March 31. Harrison 
and Oo, Bedford row 

De Meric, Victor, Brook st, Grosvenor sq, Surgeon. April 16. Brewer, 
Crutched friars 

Devenish, Elizabeth, Upwey, Dorset. May]. Howard, Weymouth 

Downham, Samuel, Burnley, Lancashire, Cabinet Maker. April 1. 
Artindale and Artindale, Burnley 

Goldart, Rev James William, Kirk Deighton, York, April 10. Wright 


and Filley, Bedford row 
George, Richard, Baddlesmere, Kent, Farmer. March 13, Tassell and 


Son, Faversham 

Goldsmith, Joseph, Sheffield, Gent. April 26, Taylor, Sheffield 

Gratrex, Thomas, Canton, Glamergan, Yeoman. April 21. Morris, 

Holt, Sarah, Rochdale, Lancashire. March 31. Jackson, Rochdale 

Huggett, David, Rye, Sussex, Builder. April ll. Smith, Rye 

Ive, Matilda, Ramsgate, Kent. April 9. Smith and Son, Furnival’s 
inn, Holborn . 

Lea, James, Tranmere, Cheshire, Grocer. March 21. Peacock and 
Cooper, Liverpool 

Milner, William, Manchester; Licensed Victualler. April 23. Weston 
and Co, Manchester 

Moresby, Sir Fairfax, Exmouth, Devon, Admiral, March 25, 
and Geare, Exeter 

Muncey, Charles, Carlton terrace, Carlton rd, Kilburn park, Retired 
Dairyman, April9. Smith and Son, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 

Pendry, Henry, Millbrook rd, Brixton, Gent. March 31. Barrett, 


Leadenhall st 

Phillips, Susan, Millbrook, Hants. March 31. Bull, Southampton 

Ripley, Henry, Leeds, Innkeeper. April10. Snowdon, Leeds 

Ryan, William Burke, Norfolk terrace, Bayswater, M.D. April 1. 
Baileys and Co, Berners st 

Salkeld, Thomas, Workington, Cumberland, Glogger. March 25. Mil- 
burn, Workington 

St George, Arthur George, Aldborough Hall, Norfolk, Gent. March 
31, Coaks, Norwich 

Spooner, Peter, Sheffield, Esq. April 21. Wake and Sons, Sheffield 

eoen ye Henry, Sheffleld, Silver Plater. April 26. Taylor, 

effie 

Starling, William Dallison, Bromley, Kent, Esq. March 31. Mount, 
Gracechurch st 

Taylor, James, Loxley, Warwick, Yeoman. April 23. Lane, Strate 
ford-on-Avon 

Verrall, John Frederick, Denmark hill, Gent. April 26. Asprey, 

Farnival’s inn 


Wade, Hitchin 


Lancashire, Esq. 


Rogers and Chave, 


Tozer 


Fray, March 2, 1877. 

Antcliff,] William, Newnham st, Goodman’s fields, Builder. April 30. 
Taylor, Finsbury circus 

Bell, William, Bloomsbury st, Gent. April 11. Button and Oo, Hen- 
Trietta st, Covent garden 

Bishop, Thomas, Bramcote, Nottingham, Merehant. April 7. Percy 
and Co, Nottingham 

Blakeman, Thomas, Cannock, Stafford, Farmer. April 14. Gardner, 


Cannock 
Bridgwood, Sampson, Lightwood, Stafford, Hsq. April 30. Clarke 
and Hawley, Longton ‘ 
Bridgwood, Samuel, Lightwood, Stafford, Esq; April 30. Clarke and 
Hawley, Longton 
Bryan, George, Maugersbury, Gloucester, Yeoman. April 4, Francis, 
tow-on-the- Wold 
pale, Besien Clevedon, Somerset, Grocer. April 13. Woodforde, 
evedon 


Oooke, Elizabeth, Southwell, Nottingham. April3. Taylor and Oo, 


anchester 
Oosier, Frederick William, Great College st, Camden town, Grocer 
March 28, Stones and Co, Finsbury circus 
Dun, Adria, Brighton, Sussex. March 23. Rose, Salis st, Strand 
ish y i, Hyde 


English, Henry ie, Stamford rd, Kingsland, Solicitor. 
| and Co, Ely place 
Hvans, Thomas, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. April 20. Lewis, 
lo 


Field, Basstttea, Upper Thames st, Wharfinger. March 31, Hopwood 


Whi P 
Fietd, William, the younger, Oxford st, Veterinary Surgeon. April 9 


| Baylis and Oo, Church court chambers, Old Jew: 
wi Spring gardens, Charing creoe, Licensed Victualler, 


ry, 
April 6. Talbot, Spring gardens, Charing cross 
Gore, Nathaniel, Clifton, Gloucester, Esq. March 31, Simpson and 
Co, Moorgate st 
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Hammond, John, Tadcaster, Grocer. March 31. Thempson, Tad- 
te 


caster 
Harris, Catharine Hay, Bath. April 10, Cunliffe and Beaumont, 


Chancery lane 
— th, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Gent. March 28. Costeker, 


er Darwen 
Hughes, Elizabeth, Henar House, Denbigh. March 26, Tee, Fred- 
erick’s place, Old Jewry 
Issitt, John Webster, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Hardwareman. April 14. 
Welton, Woodbridge f 
— John, Liverpool, Cage Maker. March 15. Jevons and Co, Liver- 


poo 
Laxton, George Henry, the elder, Covent garden market, Salesman. 
Aprilll. Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 
ae William, Clifton, Oxford, Farmer. March 24. Loveil, Ded- 
ngton 
Meares, John, Plas Lianstephan, Carmarthen, Esq. April 9, Finch 
and Co, Gray’s inn sq 
Noakes, Wijliam, Southwark st, H»p Factor. April 25. Courtenay 
and Croome, Gracechurch st 
Panton, Thomas, Tottenhill, Norfolk, Farmer. April 1. Reed and 
Wayman, Downham Market 
Perkins, David, Roehampton, Surrey. April 7. Smal!peice and Sons, 
Guildford 
Prescott, Richard, Bedford, Leigh, Lancashire, Brick Manufacturer. 
April 16. Howarth, Manchester 
Reeve, Joseph, Willingale Doe, Essex, Farmer. March 26, Blyth, 
Chelmsford 
Richards, Alfred, Tottenham, Surveyor. March 31. Hillearys and 
- Taylor, Fenchurch buildings 
Robbins, Thomas, Pitt, Hants, Gent. March 26. Barnes, Winchester 
Roberts, Stewart Blacker, South Norwood, Surgeon. March 21. 
rs, Leadenhall st 
—, Richaré, Staining, Lancashire, Yeoman. April 7. Sutcliffe, 
jurnley 
Royles, Sarah, Staining, Lancashire, April 7. Sutcliffe, Burnley 
agin, Thomas, Hardhorn-with-Newton, Lancashire, Yeoman. April 
. Sutcliffe, Burnley 
Sarjeant, Hunnab, Bedwardine, Worcester. April 24. Pidcock and 
Son, Worcester 
Smith, Thomas, Gascoyne rd, Sonth Hackney, Carpet Manufactorer. 
March 25. Sawbridge, Milk st, Cheapside 
Stephens, George Oliver, Spencer villas, Canonbury park, Gent. 
April 11. Neal, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 
Taylor, Philip, Black Bush Farm, Essex, Farmer. March 31. Hille- 
arys and Taylor, Fenchurch buildings 
Taylor, William, Netherton, York, Farmer. May 1. Iansons and Co, 
Wakefield 
Truated, Joseph, Hereford, Gent, March22, Knight and Underwo od, 
Hereford 
Upfill, Thomas Bollmann, Birmingham, Iron Merchant. April 1. 
Ryland and Co, Birmingham 
Walker, Cicely, Bishop Middleham, Durham. March 8. Chambers, 


Durham 
= George, Church Oakley, Hants,Gent. April 14. Bennett, Red 
n 


8g 
Weston, Thomas, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Gent. April 20, Rae and 
Jenkins, Liverpool 
Wilks, Theodore Chambers, Woking. April7. Smallpeice and Sons, 
Guildford 


Turspay, March 6, 1877. 


Blake, John Palmer, Landrake, Cornwall, Gent. May 1. Whiteford 
and Bennett, Plymouth 

Bond, William Mayes, Caister, Norfolk, Farmer. May 14. Clowes and 
Son, Great Yarmouth 

Barr, Sarah, Uxbridge, Middlesex. April 10. Woodbridge and Sons, 


Ux e 
Byrd, Anthony, Oxford st, Tailor. April 14. Woodbridge and Sons, 
Clifford’s inn, Fieet st 
Carter, James, Casterton, Westmoreland, Yeoman. April 10. Picard, 
Kirkby Lonsdale 
Denoon, Alexander Old Broad st, Merchant. April 9. Ware and 
Hawes, Great Winchester st buildings 
East, George, Old st, St Luke’s, Cloth Board Manufacturer, April 21. 
Rolt, Skinner’s place, Queen Victoria st 
Goldsbrough, Thomas, Hurworth-upon-T'ees, Durham, Gent. May 14. 
Hatchinson and Lucas, Darlington 
Harrop, Thomas William, Claughton, Cheshire, Broker. April 2. 
Tho; and Dismore, Liverpool 
Hill, Mary Jane, Birmingham. May 21. Taylor, Birmingham 
Hughes, Elizabeth, Henar Ho Denbigh. March 26. Tee, Fred- 
erick’s place, Old Jewry shag ” iden 
, Richard, Gore place, South Hackney, Sailmaker. April 4. 
Mrs. Leuretta Isemonger, Gore place, South Hackney 
a — Clarke, Fratton, Hants, Lieut. R.N. April 2. Jolliffe, 


ou 

Lewin, Thomas, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister-at-Law, April 13, Lewin 
and Co, Southampton st, Strand 
Lockyear, John, Uplyme, ‘Devon, Carpenter. April 23. Dommett and 


Canning. 
Matthews, John, Little Milton, Oxford, Farmer. March $1. Holloway 
Motler, Job Ttoeards, T kk, Schoo J 
le! n, or! Imaster. une 30. Bottom 
, id ’ ley, 


H 
Moriel, William, Ely, Cambridge, Commander R.N. May 21. Moor, 
Gate, Ante Give, lédah, Kent, Ben Aprill. Desb and 
ow, ur en > ° oro 
Son, Fivsbary ace south * , 4 sot 
Parkes, James, Birmingham, Mathematical Instrument Manufacturer. 
May 21, Taylor, Birmiogham 
Penny, Jo ore sq, Kennington, Gent. March 23. Peacock, 
sinn 
Strong James, West Kirby, Cheshire, Gent. April7. Thornley and 


Stuart, Rev Edward, Munstor sq, Regent’s park. April 9. Taylor and 


Sutherland, Margaret, Kingston-upon-Hull, Earthenware Dealer, 


March 20. Laverack, Kingston-uvon-Hull 


Symonds, Thomas Powell, Pengethley, Hereford, Lieut.-Col. April 98, 


Symonds, Hereford 


Turoer, Thomas, Blymhill Marsh, Stafford, Tailor. March 26. Leake, 
Shifnal 
Warbarton, Henry, Davenham, Cheshire, Gent. April 20. Green and 


Dizon, Northwich 


Worthington, Edward, Buxton, Derby, Registrar. April 10. Sale and 


Co, Manchester 
Bankrupts. 


Fripay, March 2, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Brown, Alexander, King st, Borough, Builder. Pet Fed 28. Spring. 


Rice. March 13 at 2 


| Buft, Alfred Barnes, High st, Peckham, Cheesemonger Pet Feb 28, 


Spring-Rice, March 13 at | 


Dean, Lewis John Massey, Gresham st, Commission Agent. Pet Feb 


24. Hazlitt. March 13 at 11 


Merchant, James, and James Smith Merchant, Hop and Malt Exchange, 


Borough, Stock Dealers. Pet Dec 21. Pepys. March 14 at 


Ridge, Cecil, Qoeen’s rd, St John’s wood, Milliner. Pet Feb 28, 


Hazlitt. March 14 at 1 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Acland, John Woodhouse, Ramsgate. Pet! Feb 16. Furley. Canter. 


bury, March 9 at 2 


Gillies, Robert, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 26. Bell- 


ringer. Liverpool, March 14 at ll 


Goffin, George, and Arthur Knights, Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchants. 


Pet Feb 26. Worlledge. Great Yarmouth, March 14 at Il 


Holdsworth, Charlies Edward Hall, Overseal, Leicester. Pet Feb 28, 


Goodger. Burton-on-Trent, March 14 at Il 


Jackson, Edmund, Ulverston, Lancashire, Clothier. Pet Feb 24. 


Postlethwaite, Barrow-in-Furness, March 14 at 12 


Needham, Joseph, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 27. Bell- 


ringer, Liverpool, March 15 at 11 


Norman, Francis Henry, Brighton, Draper. Pet Feb 28. Evershed, 


Brighton, March 14 at 11 
Tuespay, March 6, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Freeman, Henry William, Brixton Oval, Schoolmaster. Pet March 1. 


Murray. March 20 at 11.30 : 
Wright, Edward, Redesdale rd, Smith st, Chelsea, Builder. Pet March 
2. Keene. March 19 at ll 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Vickerstaff, James, Brad!ey, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet March !. Spils- 
bury. Stafford, March 19 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farpay, March 2, 1877. 


Haslam, Frederick, Southend, Essex, Architect. Feb 22 
Norval, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Feb 24 
Toulmin, Alfred Harper, Pe:ersham, Surrey, Gent. Feb 22 


TourspaY, March 6, 1877, 
Hutter, John Edmund, Mincing lane, Merchant. Mareh 1 
Thomas, Edward, Bristol, Attorney. March 1 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Famay, March 2, 1877. 

Adams, John, Rotherham, York, Grocer. March 14 at 3 at the 
Sheffield Incorporated Law Society’s Room, Aldine court, High st, 
Sheffield. Webster 

Bancro ft, William, Oldham, Cotton Yarn Doubler. March 13 at3 at. 
offices of Wood and Atkinson, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Barneti, Lawrence, Princes st, Spitalfields, Clothier. March 15 at 2 
at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad st 

Barwell, Thomas, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Farmer. March 12 at 2 at 
offices of Mossop and Co, Long Sutton 

Beaumont, George, Heckmondwike, York, Cab Proprietor. March 14 
at 3 at offices of Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Bold, John Dean, Leicester, Draper. March 16 at 2 at the Guildhall 
Coffee House, Gresham st. Wright, Leicester 

Bott, Thomas, Tipton, Stafford, Moulder, March 13 at 12 at offices of 
Travis, Church lave, Tipton 

ry on: {hae Victoria st, Tailor. March 9 at 2 at offices: 

t, Chea, 

readner, Edwin, Manchester, Paper Manufacturer, March 16 at 3- 
at offices of Smith and Rover, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Campbell, Samuel, Liverpool, Builder. March 15 at 2 at offices of 
Rogerson, Union court, Liverpool 

Campion, William Goodall, and Joseph Campion, Austrey, Warwick, 
Farmers. March 16 at 3 at offices of Nevill and Atkins, George st, 


Tamworth 
Carlaw, Alexander, Low Walker, Northumberland, Grocer. March 15 
at 12'at the Neville Hotel, Neville st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Stewart, 

Neweastie-upon-Tyne 
on, Thomas Aaron, Spalding, Lincoln, Ketchup Maker. March 
14 at 10 at offices of Oammack, Spalding 
Obambers, Samuel, Brighton, Qoach Builder. March 15 at 3 at oSices. 





Son, Field court, Gray’s inn 





of Webb, Union st, Ship st, Brighton ») 
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Clifford, Squire, Bradford, Hatter. March 12 at 3 at offices of Singleton, 
New Booth st, Bradford 

Ciunie, Robert, Newington causeway, Relieving Officer. March9 at 
3 at Wood’s Hotel, Portugal st. Parke, Colebrook row, Islington 

Coombs, Frederick, Abergavenny, Mon, Innkeeper. March 14 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

Crose, Hockley, Maidenhead, Tailor. March 20at3 at offices of Turner, 
High st, Maidenhead 

Davies, Elizabeth, Brecon. March 17 at 2 at offices of Bishop, Wheat 
st, Brecon 

Sanebeure, Emile Francois, Great Portland st, Feather Merchant. 
March 22 at 2 at offices of Lesiie and Co, Frederick’s place, Old 


Jew 
Dew, "Kvel, Blackland Mill, Wilts, Miller. March 15 at 11 at the 
Lansdown Arms Hotel, Calne. Malling and Co, Wootton Bassett 
Dickinson, Thomas, Preston, Public Accountant. March 15 at3 at 
offices of Spencer, Winckley sq, Preston 
James, and William Kerry, Stoke-upon-Trent, Joiners. March 
13 at 11 at offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Edwards, William, Croydon, Dairymao. March 13 at 3 at the Grey- 
hound Hotel, High st, Croydon. Arnold, Southwark st 
Edwards, William Henry, Birkenhead, Watchmaker. March 16 at 2 
at offices of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Ellis, Demas, Charles Hubert Ellis, and Henry Walter Ellis, Dudley 
Hill, York, Stuff Manufacturers. March 15 at 11 at offices of Berry 
and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Foater, Thoroton, Nottingham, Saddler. March 22 at 11 at offices of 
Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 
Gale, George, Leeds, General Dealer. March 13 at 3 at offices of Pul- 
lan, Bank chambers, Park rew, Leeds 
Green, Eli John , Stalbridge, Dorset, Dealer. March 17 at 3 at the 
Swan Inn, Stalbridge. Davies, Sherborne 
Gumn, Benjamin, Maindee, Mon, Rope Manu facturer. March 14 at 
12 at offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newport 
Hampson, Josiah, Watford, Hertford,Grocer, March 16 at 3 at offices 
of Boydell, South sq, Gray’s ian 
Harrison, William, York, Tailor, March 21 atl at offices of Harle, 
Bank st, Leeds 
Hayhurst, Christopher, Egremont, Cumberland. March 14 at 11 at 
offices of Paitson, Irish st, Whitehaven 
Hempelman, William, High st, Poplar, Shipwright. March 26 at 11 at 
offices of Davis, Harp lane, Great Tower st 
Hill, Rowland, Wigan, Provision Dealer. March 14 at 3 at offices of 
Leigh and Ellis, The Arcade, King st, Wigan 
‘Hodges, Thomas, Landport, Hants, Grocer. March 13 at 3 at offices of 
Cousins and Burbiage, St Thomas’ st, Portsmouth 
Tles, Albert, East Challow, Berks, Boarding House Keeper. March 12 
at 12 at the Great Western Railway Junction Hotel, Didcot. Jotcham, 


Wanta 

James, Frank, and Alfred James, Vorley rd, Upper Holloway, Shellac 
Bleachers. March 19 at 3 at offices of Webb, Crosby sq, Bishopsgate 

Jones, William, Lower Broughton, £ hire, out of b arch 
16 at 3 at offices of Bowden, King st, Manchester 

Juckes, Francis William, Ledbury, Hereford, Builder. March 13 at 11 
at offices of Masefield and Sons, Ledbary 

Kirwan, John, Birmingham, Upho!sterer. March 9 at 10.30 at offices 
of Dugmore and Pinfield, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham, Walter, Bir- 
mingham 

Geah, William, Manchester, Paper Hangings Merchant. March 19 at 
12 at offices of Payne and Galloway, Brezennose st, Manchester 

Leftly, Leonard, Sidney st, Mile End, Clothier. March 7 at 2 at offices 
of Clift, Cheapside 

Lewis, Thomas, Treorki, Glamorgan, Farmer. March 24 at 3 at offices 
of Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Lincoln, Llewellyn, Norwich, Ironmongery Shop Keeper. March 12 
at 12 at offices ot Kent, St Andrew’s Hall plain, Norwich 

Lockwood, Joseph, Batley, York, Carrier. March 14 at 10,30 at offices 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings. Batley 

Lomas, Joel, New Mills, Derby, Watchmaker. March 23 at 4 at offices 
of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Mackay, James William, Smith st, Jubilee st, Mile End, Draper. 
March 8 at 2 at offices of Clift, Cheapside 
addock, Thomas, Nugent terrace, Abbey rd, St. John’s wood, Tailor. 
March 12 at 4 at 37, Bedford row. Marshall 

Marriott, Edward, Derby, Joiner. March 15 at 3 at offices of Leech, 
St James’s chambers, Derb, 











y 

McCoy, Henry, Bradford, Plasterer. March 14 at 4 at offices of Atkin- 

son, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

‘Metz, Caroline, Hockley, nr Birmingham, Tailor, March 15 at 12 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Moore, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Fruit Dealer. March 15 at 2 at the 
Sun Hotel, Ramsden st, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims P 

M , Sackville Gwynne, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Chemist. March 16 
at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Cardiff. Dixon, Pontminster 

Mycock, Elizabeth, Manchester, Furniture Dealer. March 22 at 3 at 
offices of Minor, Brown st, Manchester 

Noel, Alfred, Chapel place, C dish sq, Iron "s Clerk. March 
27 at 3 at offices of Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, Holbora 

Nooman, Timothy Jobn, Salford, Lancashire, Auctioneer. March 9 at 
11 at Clowes’ Hotel, South Cross lane, Salford 

Parr, John, Kidderminster, Worcester, Tailor. March 14 at 4 at offices 
of Ryder, New st, Birmingham. Robiason and Son, Birmingham 
assingham, Frederick Daniel, Ware, Hertford, out of busine-s. March 

13 at 12 at offices of Foster, Amwell End, Ware 


an, Alfred gg Birmingham, Metal Dealer. March 15 at 11 
at offices of Taylor, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
kard, i. ew Wortley, nr Leeds, Grocer. March 14 at 1! at 
0 Hardwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 
Prinn, Alfred Charles, Birmingham, Baker. March 15 at 3 at offices 
of James, Temple st, Birmingham 
Pumfrey, John Hillman, Birmingham, Jeweller. March 19 at 12 at 
offices of Tyndsll and Tyndall, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


‘Richards, John, nall Torkard, Nottingham, Draper. March 20 at 
1a at offices of Brittle, St Pever’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Notting- 


Michardson, John Patrick, Denton, Lancashire, Hat Manufacturer. 
March 14 at 3 atthe Queen’s Hotel, Manchester rd. Darnton and 








Rickaby, Matthew, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. March 15 at 3 at 
offices of Wilkes, Albion chambers, Northgate, Darlington 
binson, Robert, Thrustonfield, Cumberland, Husbandman, March 
16 at 11 at ofees of McKeever, Wigton 
Rogers, James Mountstephen, Kingsland rd, Carpenter, March 19 at 
12 at offices of Emdin, Coleman st. Horwood, Coleman st 
Rogers, Samuel, Bilston, Stafford, Locksmith. March 15 at 11 at 
offices of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Rogers, Walter Morden, Bishopsgate st, Oheesemonger. March 13 
2 at offices of Arnold, Vinebare pavement ws "4 
Rushton, Yarker, Patricroft, nr Manchester, Grocer, March 14 at 3 
at offices of pson, South Kiog st, Manchester 
Russell, Rev Thomas, Newport, Devon. March 10 at 12 at offices of 
Chater and Co, Bridge Hall chambers, Barnstaple 
Schofield, John, Newthorpe common, Nottingham, Grocer. March 
20 at 12 at offices of Whittingham, Exchange walk, Nottingham 
Seddon, James, Manchester, Draper. March 14 at 3 at offices of Eltoft, 
King st, Manchester 
Shenton, Thomas, Longton, Stafford, Builder. March 14 at 11,30 at 
_the North-Western Hotel, Stafford. Robinson, Longton 
Silvester, William, Manchester st, Manchester sq, Lodging House 
Keeper. March 10 at 3 at offices of Calverley, Essex st, Strand 
Smales, Isaac, Skelton-in-Cleveland, York, Slater. March 10 at 11 at 
offices of Tweedy, Silver st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Smith, George Giddon, Gray’s inn passage, Bookbinder, March 14 at 
3 at offices of Johnson, High Holborn 
Smith, Thomas, Gornal Wood, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. March 15 
at 3 at offces of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Sowdon, Hugh, Bristol, Grocer. March 15 at It at offices of Hare, 
Exchange, Bristol. Barnard, Bristol 
Stanley, Thomas, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. March 13 at 12 at 
offices of Hughes and Muster, Little Park st, Covent 
Stocks, Elizabeth, Wakefield, York, Draper, March 14 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefleid. Mander and Son, Wakefield 
Stone, Charles, Brunswick st, Blackfriars, Contractor, March 16 at 
12 at offices of Day, Bloomsbury sq. Freeday, Birchin lane 
Thomas, Sarah, Pentyrch, Glamorgan, Publican. March 12-at 11 at 
offices of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Thompson, Jacob Baynes, Wraysbury, Buckingham, Metallurgist. 
March 20 at 3 at offices of Sturt, [ronmonger lane 
Thomson, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. March 10 at 12 at 
offices of Bush, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Tout, John, Bristol, Greengrocer. March 10 at 12 at offices of Pearce, 
Exchange buildings, Bristol. Price, Bristol 
Travis, John Thomas, Oldham, Lancashire, Clothier, March 14 at 3 
at offices of Ascroft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldham 
Turner, William Busby, John Ernest Joaes,| and Charles Thomas, 
Bristol, Tailors. March 12 at 12 at offices of Iribe and Co, Moor- 
gate st buildiags. Fussell and Co, Bristol 
Tydeman, Henry Ephraim, Bristol, Insurance Agent. March 10 at 12 
at offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 
Walker, William, juno, Roman rd, Old Ford, Hosier. March 13 at 2 at 
at offices of Swaine, Cheapside 
Williams, Thomas, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. March 14 at 10 a3 
Offices of Singleton, New Booth st, Bradford 
Wright, Williams, Scuth Shields, Durham, Ship Owner. March 15 at 
12 at offices of Tinley and Co, Howard st, North Shields 


Tugspay, March 6, 1877. 

Allen, Edward, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. March 19 at 11 
at offices of Hall, Lichfield st, Bilston 

Ashworth, Lambert, Farnworth, Lancashire, Broker. March 21 ai 3 
at offices of Scowcroft, Town Hall sq, Bolton 

Bamber, William Benton, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Fishmonger, March 
15 at 12 at offices of Atwood and Son, baker st, Aberystwith 

Beard, Henry Richard, Sheephridge, Derby, Builder, March 16 at 12 
at the Angel Hote!, Market place, Chesterfield. Mellor, Sheffield 

Becks, Arthur Thomas, Birmingham, Patent Iron Manufacturer, 
March 19 at 2 at otfices of Ausell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Benneit, George, and Benjamin Bennett, New Wortley, Leeds, 
Builders. March 25 at 2 at the Queen’s Hoiel, Wellington st, Leeds. 
Rider 

Bernhard, Godfrey Louis, jun, Liverpool, Merchant. April 2at1 at 
oltices of Etty. Lord st, Liverpool 

Bird, Charles, Wednesbury, Shetfield, Fishmonger. March 21 at 3 at 
offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 

Bird, William, Croydon, Picture Frama Maker. March 26 at 2 at offices 
of Morris, Staple inn, Holborn 

Brogden, William Thomas, Gateshead, Durham, Confectioner. March 
19 at | at otficesof Bush, Wellington st, Gaceshead 

Brown, James, Asnton-under-Lyne, Fruiterer. March 21 at 3 at offices 
of Kershaw, Town Hali chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Brown, Wiliiam, Luton, Bedford, Auctioneer. March 20 at 3at the Red 
Lion Inn, Castile st, Luton. Neve, Luton 

Bullock, William, and George Bullock, Wellington, Salop, Builders. 
March 19 at 12 at the Wrekin Hotel, Market sq, Wellington. Bidlake, 


Wellington 

Bury, Edmund, Bolton, Carpet Dealer. March 19 at 11 at offices of 
Dowling, Wood st, Bolton 

Caddick, George Edwin, Coppice, nr Bilston, Corn Factor. March 16 
at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 

Chatwin, William, Tipton, Stafford, Coal Dealer. March 20 at $ at 
offices of Fellows, Bedford st, Church lane, Tipton 

Clark, James, Far Sawrey, nr Hawkshead, Lancashire, Beerhouse 
Keeper. March 22 at li at the Braddylls’ Arms Hotel, Ulverston. 
Dobson, Bowness 


Collyer, Francis William, Bath, Coal Merchant. March 19 at 12 at 
offices of Cruttwell, Harrington place, Bath 





Corfield, Thomas, Ipsiey, Warwick, Needle Finisher. March 20 at 8 
at offices of Browning, Prospect Hill, Redditch 

Crompton, Hiram, Bolton, Operative Cotton Spinner. March 20 at 3 
at offices of Scowcroft, Town Hall «q, Bolton 

Crutchley, Alfred, Ch ,» Beer Retailer, March 23 at 11 at 75, 
Market st, Orewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Demaina, Thomas, Haulgh, Lancashire, Overlooker. March 17 at 11 

at offices of Winder, Bowker’s row, Bolton 
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Dixon, William, St Alban’s, Hertford, Hay Dealer. March 15 at 3 at 
offices of Annesley, Verulam st, St Albans 
Edward, Crewe, Cheshire, Builder. March 16 at 11 at 75, Mar- 
ket st, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 
Dougherty, Ann Matilda, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Dressmaker. 
March 21 at 3 at offices of Kewney, Howard st, North Shields 
Downey, Bridget, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ciothier. March 17 at 11 at 
offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Fell, Thomas Henry, Aston, nr Birmingham, Commercial Traveller. 
March 19 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Firth, Isaac, Huddersfield, Bootmaker. March 16 at 11 at offices of 
Milnes, New st, Huddersfield 
Foot, James, Thorn rd, South Lambeth, Engineer. March 24at3 at 
offices of Plowman, Gladstone terrace, Southampton. Fenton 
Fraser, William Marrow Sutherland, Wrexham, Mining Surveyor. 
March 22 at 11 at offices of Sherratt, Wrexham 
Garratt, Charles, Litchborough, Northampton, Beerhouse Keeper. 
March 19 at 2 at offices of Howes, Towcester. Percival, Towcester 
Gee, Squire Dixon, Manchester, Builder. March 23 at 3 at offices of 
Farrar and Hall, Princess st, Manchester 
Gillett, John, Melksham, Wilts, Engineer. March 15 at 1 at the Royal 
Hotel, Railway place, Bath. Smith, Melksham 
Godden, Daniel, Nayland, Suffolk, Farmer. March 16 at 3 at offices of 
Smythies and Co, North hill, Colchester 
Graham, George James, Newcastle-on-Tyne. March 16 at 11 at offices 
of Brignall, jun, Saddler st, Durham 
Grassam, William Henry, Spalding, Lincoln, Agricultural Implement 
Maker. March 22at 1 at offices of Maples and Son, Spalding 
Griffiths, William, Whitland, Carmarthen, Lime Merchant. March 14 
at 2 at offices of Lascelles, Narberth 
Harker, Francis, Leeds, out of business. March 22 at 3 at offices of 
Ferns, Bank st, Leeds 
Hay, John, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Butcher, March 17 at 10 
at the Wellington Hotel, Dalton-in-Furness, Meakin 
Hebenton, Thomas, Middiesborough, Commission Agent. March 16 
at 11 at Griffith’s Temperance Hotel, Linthor pe rd, Middlesborough. 
Bainbridge, Middlesborough 
Hodkinson, Samuel, Macciesfield, Cheshira, Provision Dealer. Mareh 
19 at 3 at offices ot May, Church Side, Macclesfield 
Holman, Richard, Camborne, Cornwall, Grocer. March 19 at 12 at 
effices of Daniell, Chapel st, Camborne 
Howells, John, Treberbert, Gia morgan, Blacksmith. March 19 atl 
at offices of Lewis, Giebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Jackson, William Aibert, Sheffield, Iron Merchant. March 19 at 11 at 
the Albert Hall, Barker Pool, Sheffield. Fretson and Son 
Jenkins, James, Carmarthen, Bootmaker, March 17 at 10.15 at offices of 
Griffiths and Green, St Mary st, Carmarthen 
Jennings, Joshua, Bradford, Flannel Manufacturer. March 15 at 4 at 
offices of Scott, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Jones, William, Groswen, Brecon, Farmer. March 20 at 12 at the 
George Hotel, Brecon. Thomas, Brecon 
Kipling, John, Darlington, Durham, Cabinetmaker. March 21 at 11 at 
atson and Son’s Sale Rooms, Northumberland st, Darlington. 
Steavenson and Meek, Darlington 
Knowles, Andrew, Wrington, Somerset, Builder. March 22 at 12 at 
the George and Railway Hotel, Bristol. Perham, Wrington 
Ladelle, William Wykes, Wraysbury, Bucks, Papermaker. March 20 
at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel. Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch 
buildings 
Lansley, Lencelot Tom, Ashmansworth, Hants, Blacksmith. March 14 
at 11 at offices ef Cave, Market place, Newbury. Boulting, New- 


bury 
Lewis, David, Rhiw Farm, Glamorgan, Farmer. March 17 at 3 at 
offices of Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Lewtas, John, Gilwern, Brecon, General Dealer. March [4 at4 atthe 
Town Hail, Abergavenny. Gardner 
Lomas, Alfred, Sheffield, Grocer. March 15 at 2 at offices of Taylor, 
Norfolk row, Sheffield 
Marriott, Jobn, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. March 14 at 10.30 at 
offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 
McCleary, Christianoa Fleming, and Elizabeth Alice Tarlton, Manches- 
= Milliners. March 19at 3 at offices of Rayner, Booth st, Man- 
chester 
McRae, James William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Timber Merchant. 
March 16 at 2 at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Mills, Thomas, Henry Price, John Braban, and George Braban, 
Wolsingham, Durham, Spade Manufacturers. March 16 at 11 at 
the Waterloo Hotel, Market place, Dariington. Woller, Darlington 
Moreton, Jonn Connolly, Kingston-upon-Hull, Lessee of a Travelling 
Entertainment. Marci 15 at 12 at offices of Walker and Spink, 
Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hall 
Monutrie, George, Arlington rd, Camden town, Pianoforte Maker. 
March 22 at 3 at 173, Bali’s Pond rd. Fenton 
Myers, John, jun, Otley, York, Timber Merchant. March 19 at 11 at 
the Royal Hotel, Briggate. Lake, Wakefield 
Newton, William, Pockthorpe, Norwich, Publican. March 19 at 11 
at offices of Winter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 
Nunn, Frederick, jun, Scarborough, York, Photographer, March 16 
at 1i at offices of Richardson, Queen st, Searborongh 
Oakes, Alfred, Bilston, Stafford, Shoe Dealer. March 22 at 11 at 
offices of Bowen, Monnt Pleasant, Bilston 
Overend, Thomas, Loftus-in-Cleveland, York, Slater. March 14 at 12 
at of Hope and Co, Corporation rd, Middiesborough 
Oxford, Herbert James, Southamoton row, R sq, Cheesemonger. 
March 14 at 3 at Wood's Tavern, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Goatly, Cambridge terrace, Hyde park 
Palmer, Rev Albert Reynolds, Wordsworth rd, Penge. March 17 at 2 
at 145,Cheapside, Curtis, Old Jewry chambers 
Pawsey, Ann, Bath, Butcher. March 20 at 12 at the County Court 
Office, Abbey st, Bath. Reed and Cook, Bridgewater 
Pearman, John William, and William James Pearman, Well’s st, 
Oxford st, Steam Music Printers. March 21 at 2 at the Hyde Park 
Hotel, Oxford st. Collis, Duke st, Manchester sq 
Pearson, George, Sveinton, Nottingham, Hosier, March 27 at 1] at 
offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottinghim 
Penson, Richard, Reading, Berks, out of business. March 19 at 1 at 
Anderion’s Hotel, Fleet st. Day, Godalming 


TD 
Philiips, Abraham David, Water lane, Brixton, Veterinary Surgeon, 
March 14 at 2 at offices of Froggatt, Argyll st, Regent st 
Piercy, William, Reighton, York, Lank + Maren 1626.3 at offices 
of Richardson, Queen st, Scarborough 
Pike, William Thomas, and Charles Ivimy, Brighton, Printers, March 
20 at 12 at offices of Fenner and Oo, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Freeman and Gell ™ 
Presley, Joha, Melton-on-the-Hill, York, Contractor. March 19 at 
2.30 at offices of Fisher, High st buildings, Doucaster 
Price, William, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocer. March 19 at 3 at offices 
of Sutton and Elliott, Fouatain st, Manchester 
Pritchard, Henry William, Salford, Lancashire, Solicitor’s Clerk, 
Maren 13.06 Gp Royal Hotel, Bath, in lieu of the place originally 
name’ 
Quinn, Michael, Gravesend, out of business. March 15 at 11 at offices 
of Parry, Basinghall st 
Raby, John, Wakefield, York, Builder. March 19 at 2 at. offices of 
Kemp, Barstow sq, Wakefield 
Read, Peter, Bredgar, Kent, Blacksmith. March 19 at 1t at offices of 
Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
Reid, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Blacksmith. March 22 at Ul at 
offices of Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Anderson, Birkenhead 
Robinson, Francis, Leeds, Grocer. March 21 at 2 at offices of Harle, 
Bank st, Leeds 
Robinson, George Henry, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Draper. March 
16 at li at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Draper, Stockton-on- 
Tees 
Robinson, Thomas, Scalegill, Cumberland, Builder. March 19 at It 
at offices of Mason, Duke st. Whitehaven 
Rassell, John, St John’s rd, Hoxton, Boot Manufacturer, March 19 
at 3 at offices of Haigh, King st, Cheapside 
Sawyer, Edward, Theale, nr Reading, Berks, Butcher. March 19 at2 
at offices of Bowker, Gray's inn sq 
Sedgwick, William Wollaston, Worcester, Agent. March 19 at Jl at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 
Shaw, Thomas Fane, Toddingion, Bedford, Dealer. March 14 at 12 
at the Bell Inn, Toddington, Stimson, Bedford 
Sheffield, Richard, Moss Side, Manchester, Manager. March 29 at 3 
at offices of Fox, Princess st, Minchester 
Simms, James, Grafton terrace, Malden rd, Kentish Town, Dairyman 
March 24 at 4 at offices of Reader and Sons, Temple st, Aylesbury. 
Reader, Gray’s inn sq 
Smith, Rev Haskett, Anwick, Lincoln. March 20 at 12 at the Bristol 
Arms Hotel, New Sleaford 
Stephens, Simon, Tonmawr, Glamorgan, Coal Proprietor. March 15 
atl at the Town Hall, Neath. Scale 
Stringer, William, South Mimms, out of business. Murch 10 at Ll at 
offices of Mitchell, Argyll st, Regent st. Goatly, Bow st, Covent 
garden 
Sutherland, Charles James, South Shields, Durham, Ironmonger, March 
19 at 3 at offices of Duncan and Duncan, Maoket place, South Shields 
Thomas, William, Treorky, Glamorgan, Grocer. March 19 at 4 at 
offices of Hollier ard Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 
Thomas, Wiiliam, jun, Crutched friars, Stationer. March 16 at 3 at 
offices of Bradley, Mark lane 
Thompson, George, sen, and George Thompson, jun, Sevenoaks, Kent, 
Bootmakers. March 16 at 2 at offices of Turner, London bridge 
railway approach, Southwark 
Thorogood, Henry, Caledonian rd, Islington, Wholesale Milliner. 
March 20 at 2 at offices of Bolton, Gray’s inn sq 
Thompson, Henry, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Furniture Broker. March 
17 at 1 at offices of Rosser, Canon st, Aberdare 
Turner, Sam William, Sheffiel!, Sulicitor. March 17 at 12 at offices of 
Patteson, Queen st 
Walker, William, Leeds, Grocer. March 16 at 3 at offices of Malcolm, 
Park row, Leeds 
Walters, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bookseller. March 15 at 2 at 
offices of Clarke, Chancery buildings, Manor st, Hull 
Warwick, Robert, jun, Malton, York, Confectioner. March 19 at Ll at 
offices of Bertliff, Market place, Malton 
Whale, John, Lea, Wilts, Grocer. March 20 at4 at the King’s Arms 
Hotel, Malmesbary. Chubb 
Whaley, William, Thorne, York, out of business, March 20 at 2 ab 
offices of Wright, French gate, Doncaster. Burdekin and Co 
Williams, Henry, Crewe Town, Cheshire, Tailor. March 19 at3 at 
Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Town. Cooke Z 
Wilmhurst, John, Uckfield, Sussex, Corn Merchant. March 26 af 3.15 
at the Bear Hotel, Cliffe, Lewes. Vinall, Lewes 
Wisdom, John, Chatham, Butcher. March 19 at | at offices of Shake- 
spear, High st, Chatham 
ood, John, North Ormesby, York, Labourer, March 14 at 11 at 
Pennyman’s Arms, Cromwell st, North Ormesby. Addeabrookey. 
Middlesvorough 
Woodward, John, Killamarsh, Derby, General Daaler. March 19 at 4 
at offices of Gee, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield, Binns, Sheffield 
Wornham, Thomas, Chatham, Kent, Gilder. March 13 at 3 at L 
Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Wymond, Chatham 








PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
_ (Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his pariectly 
painless systeia of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 
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AUCTION SALES FOR 1877. 


aR. F. STATHAM HOBSON begs to direct the 
, attention of Solicitors, Trustees, Mortgagee:, and all interested 
jn Landed Estates, Ground- Rents, Reversions, Advowsons, Life Policies, 
House Property, &c., to his SALES by AUCTION, which will be held 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following days through- 
out the year 1877, at TWO o’clock precisely :— 
Wednesday, March 21 Wednesday, July 11 
Wednesday, April 11g Wednesday, July 25 
Wednesday, April 25 Wednesday, August 8 


Wednesday, May 9 Wednesday, August 22 
Wednesday, May 23 Wednesday, October 3 
Wednesday, June 13 Wednesday, October 24 
Wednesday, June 27 Wednesday, November |4 


Wednesday, December 12 


Auctions can be held on other days in addition to those specified, 
Full particulars and information as to terms (which are arranged on a 
strictly moderate scale) for including properties of every description 
in the sales can be obtained, or will be forwarded on application at the 
Auction, Land Agency, and Valuation Offices, 20, Coleman-street, 


, E.C. 





DUBLIN, 


Qn the Liffey, within a mile of the City.—The Dublin and Chapelizod 
Distillery, with its mill and malt floors, engine and boiler houses, 
spirit store, excise office, bonded warehouses, gas-house and 
gasometer, stores, stables, 48 cottages for workmen, &0., covering 
upwards of 10 acres. Well worthy the attention of distillers, mer- 
chants, capitalists, and others, as an absolutely safe and highly re- 
munerative investment, either for manufacturing or speculative 
purposes. The whole in perfect working order, and for sale with 
possession, 

R. F. STATHAM HOBSON is instructed to 
as SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near 
the Bank of England, London, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 28th, 1877, 
at TWO o’clock precisely, the important and,in many respects, un- 

ualled establishment known as the DUBLIN and CHAPELIZOD 

DISTILLERY, with immense water-power machinery and appliances, 

most complete, and all in perfect order, covering upwards of 10 acres, 

and comprising lofty mill building of five floors, malt-house of seven 
stories, pot and patent stills, engine and boiler houses, kilns, forge, 
and drying-house, bonded stores, spirit store, excise office, washing- 
house, cooperage, gas-house and gasometer, stables, &c,, manager’s 
residence, spacious offices, weigh-house, extensive vaults, 48 cottages 
for workmen, &c. The water power embraces the whele of 
the water of the Liffey at Ohapelizod, the stone piers and 
foundations of the weirs and mill races being of the most solid 
and costly character; the breast water iron wheels of 150 horse 

wer, by Fairbairn, of Manchester. The machinery and work- 
oie of the highest class, of the greatest capacity, and of the 


‘ most. complete description, by Fairbairn, Miller & Pyle, Grendon, of 


Drogheda, and other eminent makers. The water of the River Liffey, 
at Chapelizod, is remarkably pure, and proved to be singularly adapted 
for the manufacture of the choicest quality of whisky, and the spirit 
hitherto manufactured at this distillery has commanded the highest 
quotations in the market. The entire premises are held on lease for 
nearly 900 years, at an annual rental of only £230 15s. 5d. 

Particulars, with conditions ot sale, may be shortly obtained in Ire- 


d, of 
MICHAEL CROOKE, Esq., 10, Lower Ormond-quay ; of 
Messrs. FREDERICK KENNEDY & OCO., Solicitors, 4, Lower 
Ormond-quay, Dublin; 
and in London of 
JAMES PETTENGILL, Eeq., Solicitor, 32, Walbrook, E.C. ; 
4 ™ place of sale; and at the Auction offices, 20, Coleman-street, 
jank, 


In 8vo price, 21s., cloth, 


A TREATISE on the LAW and PRACTICE RE.- 
é LATING te INFANTS, By ARCHIBALD H. SIMPSON, M.A,, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-iaw, and Fellow of Christ’s College, 
Cambridge. 

“Such a book was decidedly wanted. Mr. Simpson’s book com- 
prises the whole of the law relating to infants. The author has evi- 
dently expended much trouble and care upon his work, and has brought 
together, in a concise and convenient form, the law upon the subject 
down to the present time.” —‘‘ Solicitors’ Journal.” 

‘‘Tts law is unimpeachable. We have detected no errors, and whilst 
the work might have been done more scientifically, it is, beyond all 
question, a compendium of sound legal principles.””—-‘* Law Times.”’ 

* Mr. Simpson has arranged the whols of the Law relating to In- 
fants with much fulness of detail, and yet in comparatively little 
space. The result is due mainly to the business-like condensation of 
his style. Fulness, however, has by no means been sacrificed to brevity, 
and, so far as we have been able to test it, the work omits no point of 
any importance, from the earliest cases to the Jast.’’ 

* Lawyers in doubt on any point of law or practice will find the in- 
formation they require, if it can be found at all, in Mr. Simpson’s book, 
and a writer of whom thiscan be said may congratulate himself on 
gevine achieved a considerable success.””-—‘* Law Magazine,” February, 

876, 
London: Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple-bar. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
superseding all otbers.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhill; 230, 


Regent-street ; 76, Strand 

SPECIAL NOTICE to SOLICITORS. — The 
h ‘*FAC-SIMILE” PRINTING PROCESS (Byford’s Patent), 8. 
Srraxer & Sons, Manufacturers. Extracts from letters received from 
members of the Profession,—* Original Affidavita, Petitions, Sammonses, 
&c,, written with the ‘Fac-Simile’ Ink are accepted as Records by the 
Record and Writ Clerks, the Chief Clerks, and Secretaries. From these 
originals all necessary copies for the office, for the otner side, and 
for counsel can be printed, thus avoiding the necessity of examining 
copies, and the delays and expense of law stationers.” 

** Notices, circulars, bills of costs, briefs, and such other documents 
as require to be issued with certainty, rapidity, and correctness are 
produced in the office with saving of time and labour.” 

‘* We printed documents in the office in one week that would have 
cost twenty-three pounds if sent to the law stationer, and of course 
the saving in examining copies was of great value.”’ They add, “‘ We 
shall strongly recommend our friends in the profession to adopt the 
system.’’—Prices complete—A (or 4to size) 25s.; B (or Foolscap) 35s. ; 
C (Folio or Draft) 45s, Specimens and price lists on application to S. 
Staaker & Sons, 124, Fenchurch-street, London, E,C. 


— “FAO-SIMILE” PRINTING 
PROCESS (Byford’s Patent).—The public are requested to be- 
ware of spurious imitations, and to see that the above registered title 
and the manufacturers’ name, 8. Staaker & Sons, appear on the 
printing pad, ink label, transfer paper, &c,, without which none are 
genuine, 


wEASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 

KJ GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGHAM.—Mrs. and the Misses CaLLow 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
have every possible home comfort; resident German, French, and 
Musical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
watering place on the East Coast of Great Britain haviag a. westerly 
sea aspect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on an average 
of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England, Spring term 
will commence on Thursday, 25th January. Terms, references, &c., 
on application. 

















Attractive and improving Freehold and Leasehold Investments.—Pem- 
bridge-square, Pembridge-crescent, Pembridge-villas, Ledbury-road, 
and Inverness-terrace, 


R. BEAL is instructed by the Executors of the 
late Mr. J. S$. Abbott to offer for SALE, by AUCTION, at the 
RT, Tokenhouse-yard, City, E.C,, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH. 14, 
at TWELVE for ONE precisely, in Lots (unless previously sold pri- 
Vately), the substantial FREEHOLD MANSION, No. 7, Pembridge- 
Square, with stately saloons and numerous dormitories, elegantly ap- 
Pointed ; let on lease to a most accep'able tenant for an unexpired term 
of 13 years, at £350 per annum (worth certainly £450 per annum). 
The attractive LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, No. 28, Pembridge-cres- 
ent, with possession ; held for 67 years unexpired, at £15 ground-rent, 
estimated to produce £110 per annum. The capital LEASEHULD 
SEMI-DETACHED RESIDENCE, No. 117, Inverness-terrace, held for 
years from 1844 at £9 9s. ground-rent, sub-let for seven years at 
£100 per annum. The LEASEHOLD RESIDENOES, No. 4, Ledbury- 
road, and 40a, Pembridge-villus (Carlton House), held for an unexpired 
term of 66 years at £9 per annum each, sub-let for short terms at 
£143 58. per annum. 
Particulars and conditions may be had ot 
W. HARVEY, Esq., 6, Whitehall, 8.W. ; 
Messrs. ROY & CARTWRIGHT, Solicitors, 4, Lothbary, E.C.; 
at the Mart ; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, Waterloo-place, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 
Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

» Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Spoons oe 4 — Paya ng av tt each month, 
ee of charge, at offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two, santepePortionion for inser- 
tion should be received not. later than four days previous to the end 





9f,the preceding month. 





ASTE PAPER.—C. HERBERT, Wholesale and 

Retail Bookseller and Waste Paper Merchant, &c., 60, Goswell- 
road, London, E.0. Libraries parchased. C. Herbert, agent to the 
‘* Elgin New Paper Mills,” Chicago, desires to purchase Waste Paper, 
such as old ledgers, old account books, private documents, (destroyed 
in the presence of the seller if desired), old briefs, quire stock, parlia- 
mentary reports, old books (with or without covers), newspapers, old 
magazines; likewise old parchment, was‘e string, &c. Bags provided 
if not leas than 5cwt. Catalogue of Books on sale forwarded on re- 
ceipt of two stamps. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE ty) MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench. 
Corporation of London, &c. 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 
STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS.. 
** Exceedingly useful.”’—Standard. 
Sold by Stationers everywhere. Illustrated Catalogues post free from: 
HENRY STONE, MANUFACTURER & PATENTEE, BANBURY. 
All Sizes can be seen at 
18, CRANBOURNE-STREET, LEICESTER-SQUARE, LONDON 
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PRUDENTIAL ASSURANCE COMPANY. 





Cuter Orrices: 62, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON. 





SUMMARY OF QUINQUENNIAL REPORT 


For tHe Periop enpiInG 3lst Decemper, 1876. 


In valuing the business of the Company for the period ending 
1871, the Carlisle Table of Mortality, with 3 per cent. interest, 
was adopted for both Branches. Since that time the Institute 
of Actuaries have published the result of its investigations into 
the mortality existing among assured lives, and the Directors, 
desirous to obtain the latest experience on the subject, had no 
hesitation whatever in deciding to adopt the result of such 
experience for the valuation of the Ordinary Branch. 


The only question requiring any serious consideration on their 
part was the rate of interest which should be assumed in the 
calculations, and, after mature deliberation on the subject, the 
Directors resolved to adhere to the rate used on the previous 
occasion, viz., 3 per cent., and they therefore instructed the 
Actuary of the Ordinary Branch to value his policies by the 
Institute Hm 3 per cent. Table, and with pure premiums only. 


The effect of the adoption of these principles will be to in- 
crease the amount required to be held in reserve, to a very con- 
siderable extent. 


In the Industrial Branch, the Directors have, for some years, 
-recorded their own mortality experience, but they hesitated to 
‘use this until the results shall have been confirmed by still 
further experience, and they thought it unadvisable to adopt a 
table of mortality which had not been made public. 


The various published Tables of Mortality were compared 
with the Prudential experience, and finding that Dr. Farr’s 
English Life Table (No. 3) very closely approximated to their 
own experience, they preferred using it for the present valua- 
tion; and they were further induced to adopt this table from 
the fact that the results were deduced from the mortality of 
the population at large. 


The instructions to the Actuary of the Industrial Branch 
were, therefore, to value by the English Life Table (No. 3), 
with 3 per cent. interest. 


The Directors have had under consideration the anomalous 
results which would be produced by classifying the ages in the 
Industrial Branch according to the usual methods; and it was 
therefore resolved to adopt a different system, keeping the 
policies issued in each year distinct, and making a separate 
valuation for each year of issua. 

They further instructed the Actuary to make separate valua- 
tions for male and female lives, and, as the first policies were 
issued by the Company in the year 1852, this involved the 
enormous labour of fifty separate valuations. He was also 
instructed, not merely to exclude negative values, but to pro- 
vide a positive liability for every single policy in force. This 
has been done. 

The reports of the Actuaries show that while the Assurance 
Fund on 31st December, 1876, amounts to ... £869,259 

The Reserves required are— 

Ordinary Branch ... «. £404,835 
Industrial Branch ... «. 306,736 





761,571 


Showing a surplus of ... £107,688 

The Directors have submitted the reports of their Actuaries 
to Mr. A. H. Bailey, to whose important report they beg to 
draw special attention. 

During the five years the premium i of the Company 
has increased from £348,975 lis. 6d. to £1,063,821 14s, 4d., 
showing an increase of £714,845 18s, 10d. 

The Assurance Fund, notwithstanding the charges incurred for 
extension expenses, has been increased from £354,438 13s. 1d. 
to £868,401 5s. 4d., showing an increase of £513,962 12s. 3d. 


It may be interesting to the Share and Policyholders to be 
informed that the Valuation of the Business of the Company 
has been completed in six weeks from the time of closing the 
books on 3lst December, 1876, and when it is borne in mind 
that the number of contracts in the Ordinary Branch was 
17,912, and in the Industrial Branch 2,643,665, the operation 
is one totally unexampled in the history of Life Assurance, 
and testifies in an unmistakable manner to the efficiency of the 
staff of the Company. 

In conclusion, the Directors again congratulate the various 
connections of the Company upon its present satisfactory con- 
dition, and assure them that the very cautious principles which 
have hitherto guided them will continue to animate them in the 
future, and they rely on the cordial co-operation of every one 
tnterested in its welfare to help to advance the Company to a 
still greater position of prosperity. 














To THE DIRECTORS OF THE PRUDENTIAL AssuRANCE 
CoMPANY. 
GENTLEMEN,— 

The —— Valuation of the liabilities of your Compan 
to the 3lst December, 1876, a work far surpassing in magnitars 
any similar operation in the history of Life Assurance in this 
country, has been completed. During the progress of the wo 
I have from time to time inspected the various operations, = 
have now had submitted to me the results. 

The business of the Company is divided into two branches 
called the “Ordizary” and the “Industrial.” These are 
henceforth, in pursuance of powers which have been obtained 
for that purpose, to be worked independently of each other, 
separate accounts being kept for each. 

Whe total premium income of the Policies in force on the 31st 
December, 1876, was £1,063,821 per annum. 

Of this, £83,245 belongs to the Ordinary, £980,576 to the 
Industrial Branch. 

Of the former premiums, about 62 per cent. are payable 
annually, the remainder half-yearly, quarterly, and in a few 
cases monthly. The whole of the premiums of the Industrial 
Branch are payable weekly. 

The liabilities of the Ordinary Branch have been estimated, 
as explained in Mr. Hughes’s Report, the Assurances by what 
is technically termed an H™ 3 per Cent. Pure Premium ‘Valuation, 
the Annuities by the Government Experience, also at 3 per cent, 
interest. It will suffice to say that the effect of these processes 
is to subject the liabilities to a very stringent test, which I be 
lieve that the greater number of ordinary Life Assurance 
Companies could not bear. 

In the Industrial Branch, the average amount assured by each 
Policy is £8 8s. 9d., and the average weekly og rather 
less than 13d. ; the average rate of preminm is £4 7s. 11d. per 
cent. per annum on the sum assured. Of the total premiums, 
83 per cent. are payable on Policies that have been issued during 
the last five years; and of the remaining 17 per cent., more 
than one-fourth are for assurance on lives not exceeding 165 years 
of age. 

oy acquiring and carrying on such a business as this, heavy 
expense must necessarily be incurred. The cost of acquiring 
the business is met by the condition of the Policy or 
that less than the full sum assured shall be payable if d 
occur during the first year of assurance; thus reviving in 
another form the practice of requiring an entrance fee. The 
cost of conducting the business is met by charging materially 
higher rates of premium than in the Ordinary Branch. i 
it is found by experience that many of these Policies are al 
to lapse after short periods; thus, of the Policies that were 
existing at the date of the last Valuation, five years ago, about 
58 per cent. only are now in force. 

Attention is drawn to these peculiarities to show why the 
methods of valuation in common use, and which alone were 
contemplated by the Life Assurance Companies Act, are in | 
judgment not applicable to, and should not have been req’ 
for, such a business as-this. Nevertueless, in obedience to the 
law, the enormous labour has been gone through of making & 
careful and detailed Valuation of the more than two millions 
and a half of Policies comprised in this branch. The sums 
assured and premiums have been valued by the English Life 
Table No. 3 at 3 per cent. interest, and from the value of the 
premiums deductions have been made to provide for future 
expenses and profits. The deduction has been such as to make 
a reserve for all Policies of five years’ standing on lives above 
30 years of age, equivalent to the result of a pure premium 
valuation. For the remaining Assurances, a deduction has been 
made from the value of the premiums sufficient to provide a0 
actual reserve for every single Policy in force. The rate 
deduction averages more than 42 per cent., and in no case is less 
than 265 per cent. 

Of the ample sufficiency of these reserves, no one conversant 
with the subject can have the slightest doubt. As a further 
precaution, however, you have thought it desirable not to 
divide the whole of the resulting surplus without previ 
making a substantial addition to the Centingsnoy Fund 
ier : prememiions pave rye . Pe Peps 

e surplus will provide a bonus of 28} per cent. 0: 
miums paid duriog the quicquennium on the participating 
Policies, a rate of bonus which but few of your contemporaries 
can equal or surpass, 

In conclusion, I may be allowed to congratulate you on thé 
soundness of the Company’s financial condition. 

I am, Gentlemen, your obedient Servant, 
ARTHUR H. BAILEY. 


7, Rovat ExcHanGgE, 21st February, 1877. . 
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The full Reports of the Actuaries, Messrs. T. C. Dewey and W. Hughes, can be obtained on application to the Chie Office, or 
from any of the Mesto a of the Company. 


BALANCE SHEET or tas PRUDENTIAL ASSURANCE COMPANY, on ruz 3lsr DECEMBER, 1876. 









































LIABILITIES. € sd. £s8d 
ders’ Capital 10,052 0 0 | M on Property within the United Kingdom. atee: oat Bee 18 6 
Life Assurance Fund ....... we 868,401 5 4 | Loans on the Company’s Policies. 15,556 6 0 
Sickness and Assurance ‘Fund 718 O | Investments :— “a 
Contingency Fund, created at ‘Annual “Meeting, April, In British Government Securities.,.......-......0 teecsscoveee 47,226 18 11 
igwaa 16,096 0 0 Indian and Colonial a cece ee ww. 74,610 8 1 
saci "Redemption Fund 2,000 0 0 Foreign ditto 6,367 15 3 
_ Railway and otber Debentures and Bebsatits Stock 47,203 5 8 
’ siiieiaaied seine —— R s ent a...~: uae Geetenence and Ordinary)......0000..0. 5,88) 11 4 
ler cies tted but not tonnes 8 0 
Claims und nia : Freehold Ground Rents... 9 
any, House Property (Freehold ‘and ‘Leasehol . 0 
Life and other Interests and Reversions . 97,1449 9 9 
this Furniture and Fittings (Head and Branch Offices)... 11,200 15 4 
te Loans upon wereenas l Security 0,266 18 9 
= Loan on h 8,640 0 0 
ertaage of yoo be 6,308 13 1 
Agents’ Balances 43,399 6 9 
hes, Outstanding Premiums ...... 5,272 110 
are Ditto Interest and Rents 6,166 15 2 
ined Amount due from Official Liquidator of International 
hn Society. 24,616 16 2 
’ Deposits at Three Months’ Notice 23,000 0 0 
Cash—On Deposit... seseree lO 00 
31st In Hand and on Current Account...... 34,996 7u 
———— 40,996 7 11 
£906,767 15 1 £906,767 15 1 
We have examined the foregoing Accounts, find them to be correct, and hereby onten Oe —. m4! SON, also seen and ex- 
‘amined the various securities. A 7 
santOBERT BARNES, Auditors. 
13th February, 1877. AME MAN, Chairman. 
THOMAS REID, Disechice 
H. J. GIBBINS, 4 


HENRY HARBEN, Resident Director. 
W. J. LANCASTER, Secretary. 








UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 





Examinerships. 
ARTS AND SCIENCE. 


NOTICE is HEREBY GIVEN, that on WEDNESDAY, 25th of April next, the Senate will proceed to elect Examiners in the 
partments :— 


following de 


tea). PaEesENT EXAMINERS. 


Prof. Paley, M.A. 
£200 ie. Leonie 





Two in Classics 


mhard Schmitz, F.R.S,E. 
we £120 





Two in the English Language, Literature, and History 


Cc. Knight Watson, Esq. +M. A. 
£100 Rev. P. H. E. Brette, B.D. 
Prof. Karcher, LL.B. 





‘Two in the French Languag' 





£50 





Two in the German Language 





the Evidences of the Religion, and Scripture 


Two in the Hebrew Text of the Old Testament, the Greek Text of me wed haere £50 
Christian History ... ‘en 


Rev. Canon Perowne, D.D. 
Vacant, 


Prof. Baynes, LL.D. 
£80 } Prof, Jevons, LL.D., M.A., F.R.S. 





Two in Logic and Moral Philosophy 


£30 es Fawcett, M.A., M.P. 





Two in Political Economy 


acant, 
£200 Prof. Henrici, Ph.D., F.R.S. 
Rev. Prof. Townsend, M.A., F.R.S. 





Two in Mathematics and Natural Philosophy 


£100 Prof. Reinold, M.A. 
Prof. Balfour Stewart, Lv ty F.R.S. 





Two in Experimental Philosoph 


£200 Prof. Roscoe, Ph.D., F.R.S. 
W.s Russell, Esq., Ph.D., F.R.S. 





pay ° 
‘Two in Chemistry 


Rev. M. J. Berkeley, M.A. 





Two in Botany and Vegetable Physiology 


£75} Maxwell T. Masters, Esq., M.D FBS. 
es § Bret. Edward Hull, MAW FBS. 
Prof. T. Rupert Jones, F.B.S. 





Two in Geology and Palwontology 









































S SRT Re ORs SRE EP SSCSSSRPSENSS SEEPS ERRS SIRERRE SFELBER ESSE ES 


ust send in their names 





Candidates the Registr 
Tuesday, March 2 27th, It is particularly desired by the Senate that no penne application of any kind 
Univ rsity of London, Burlington-gardens, W,, March 6th, 1877. 





Laws. 
> 
‘Two in Jurisprudence, Roman Law, Principles of Legislation, and International Law... £100 Fred arr, Bat M.A. 
Two in Equity and Real Property Law £50 — Esq., LL.D., Q.0. 
Two in Common Law and Law and Principles of Evidence £50 — Esq., LL.B., QC, 
“Two in Constitutional History of England mn Tee ae ee. 
. a MgDICcINE, Prof, Wilson Fox, M.D., F.R.8. 
Two in Medicine £150 jo. som, Em, 3D., LL.D., F.B.S, 
* J. Coo) orster, 
‘Two in Surgery $150 W.8. vory, Ea. tb. F, FRS. 
Two in Anatomy. £100 } Prof. Curnow, M.D 5 
Two in Physiology £100 Prot. rot. Rutherford, MLD. F.B.8. 
Two in Comparative Anatomy and Zoology we $100 6.3. aiiman, Et, ~~ » LL.D. FBS. 
Two in Obstetric Medicine ais 2 Se > we ees 
Two in Materia Medica and Pharmaceutical Chemistry £15 Prof Syne ele 
Two in Forensic Medicine £50 | Yocum 
Two in H Medicin tion origin revention of Diseases, and William Farr, M.D.» D.0.L, F.R.S. 
Vital Stetstics ge scemaaedensd ea es } 830 John Simon, Ea 3, B.o LL. F.B.3, 
Two in Sanitary Law and Engineering, Meteorology, and Geology. vues $30 } Gane. Douglas nian OB., F.B.8. 


The amen sa pont named ety gon d intend to offer sitions for re-election. 
~ oa ar, With any attestation of their qualifications ne Sees may think a on or before 


made to its indi 


Y onder of tie LIAM B, CARPENTER, M.D., Registrar. 
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372 THE SOLICITORS’, JOURNAL. 


March 10, 1877, 








| 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated in, 


their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this Society,. 


us— 


1.. The ‘Seventeen Offices” Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; 

2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; 

3. The whole “ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits, (See Government Schedule,), 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. 


The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY. 





A Bonus Valuation to 31st Dec., 1876, is now in progress. 








E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 











CLERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, S.W. 





CITY BRANCH. 
Mansion House Buinpies, E.C, 





Chairman—Right Hon. JOHN ROBERT MOWBRAY, M_P., D.C.L. 





TENTH BONUS MEETING, 1877. 
The Report presented at a Meeting held on the 4th January last, 


showed, 
()) AS TO THE PROGRESS OF THE SOCIETY, 
that the growth and prosperity of the Society during the period, of 
which it gave numerous details, had been everywhere manifest ; 
(2) AS TO THE FINANCIAL POSITION OF THE SOCIETY, 
that the Assurance Fund at the date of 


Valuation Wes............scccccsssseeees esecccceseee £2,118,457 10 2 
and the calculated Liability at the same 
date 1,760,516 13 10 





thus leaving a Surplus of............... £357,940 16 4 


and that, after setting asice the Permanent Reserve Fund of £50;000, 
and the fractional amount of £7,940 16s. 4d., there remained for divi- 
sion the sum of £300,000, which was larger by £30,000 than on any 
previous occasion ; 
(3) AS TO THE RESULTS OF THE DIVISION, 

that thesum which fell to the Assured would produce reversionary 
additions to the Assurances, amounting in the aggregate to £357 ,014, 
varying in individual cases from 35 to 91 per cent,, and averaging over 
50 per cent. on the Premiums received in the Quinquennium : 

ani that the Cash Bonus, which, being the present money value of the 
Beversionary Bonus, was the true measure of the allotment, averaged 
30 per cent. on the like payments, as compared with 29 per cent. in 
1872, the highest previous per-centage ; 

(4) AS TO THE BASIS OF VALUATION. 

that the Institute of Actuaries’ new Hm, or Heatthy Males Table, 
based on the experience of 20 of the largest English and Scotch offices, 
with net premiums and 3 per cent. interest, had been used in the In« 
vestigation : 
and that the severity of the new test, as well as the strength and elas- 
ticity of the Society, were alike shown by the fact that the Reserve 
thus required was greater by £84,611 than that which would have 
been needed by the Carlisle Table. 





THE NEXT DIVISION OF PROFITS will take place in January, 
1882, and Persons who effect New Policies before the end of June next 
will be entitled st that Division to one yeaz’s additional share of Profits 
over latér Entrants. 





The Report above mentioned, a detailed aceount of the proceeding’ 
of the Bonus meeting, the returns made to the Board of Trade, ona 


every information, cam be obtained at either of the Society’s Offices, or © 


from any of its Agents. 
GEORGE CUTOLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 





COMMISSION. 


10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. on Renewals, 
allowed to’Bolicitors. The Comatecios will Pale eiheteee 
introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channelthrough 

may be paid. 


—— 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 


F. 8S. CLAYTON, Joint 
C, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 


THE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833,—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREKRT, LONDON 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit. 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, snbject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any ofthe Branche® 
ofthe Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent. 
for collection. 

Sates anp Puscuastseffected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy,and civil pay and pensions realised, 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


EDUCED RATES of INTEREST for advances 
from the THMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY.—£50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building society’s 
planof monthly repayments, which include principal, premium, and 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
each year. 
6 Years, | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 
£ad.{ £8.d.} £80. £80. 1 £8.d. 4 £8. 4. 
1,14 6 rT é{is 6 1 0 8 | 01816 018 1 
Advances can be had fir any other term of years not-exceeding 15 
the repayments being proportionate. 
Apply to HENRY J. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 
Offices, 4, Ludgate-hill, London, E.0. . 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have -heen advanced 
upon house property alone. 
Commission is paid to the Profession for the introduction of Borrowers 














-LONDON GAZETTE (published. by. authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
» No. 117; OHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
Se ety GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs: to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advan' : 
of his-long experience of upwards of thirty. years, in the special. in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continueé 


--} sapport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only 


required, and thestrietest. 
» care and promptitude assured, Officially stamped forma-for-advertise- 
ment and file of “‘ London Gamtte” kept, By appointment. 








‘ [316 COMPANY'S * EXTRACT “of MEAT. 


« -Pinett Ment-Aavouring Stocke-for Soups, made Dishes, and 
~ ffances; ~Caution—Genuine ONLY with-fae mmile-of Baron 
. Liebig’s signatare across Label, 





